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ABSTRACT. 

Forty divorced or sopnrnto~ wooon r cceivins e ither e dooosti~ 

purposes benefit or a deserted wives benefit par ticipnted in 

an interview t o det ornine aooe of tho i uportruit i ssues f 11cin6 

t heir f anilios . The r esults of t hose interviews wor e not 

intended t o r cpr oscnt a t ot al view of divorcee.":. and scpn.rntod 

f onilios but r nthor n tentative understan~ing of then so 

th~t guidolines on coonunity cction ni ght be f ornul ate1 with 

raor v insight. The inf oro~tion Gained was supplenentcd by the 

views expressed in t he pr cl ininary survey ruid the r cpr escmt ntions 

in the r eviewed litor cture . This was t hen used in the f or oul ation 

of ide~s f or further r esearch, 

The wonen defined f our naj or ccusos of nnrri~Ge failur e 

all of which wor e n.t tribut chlo t o thcir( ox) husbands ' 

behaviour ; excessive drin..~ing , p~sicnl viol once ,financicl 

irr~sponsibility and a~ultory . 

Tho provisions of tho June 1972 budget had i opr ovec incooos 

but saving for tho r epl ncooont of t he uore expensive househol d 

iteos was difficult. However,tho security of n regular 

incooe since sepp.ration ne~Jlt a narkud i npr ovooent for nost 

of the wooon. The oonetary ndvantngc o.ccru:ini:s t o those who 

r ented houses or uni ts as opposed t o t hose in pri v:i.tely 

rented houses or flnts,wns quit e no.rkod. The wooen currently 

eoployed showed an nbove-nvcr nge nor nle and s oeoed gener ally 

satisf~ed with this uapeet of t heir lives. 

The strongest f enturee of the oxnninnt i on of health were 

the 6o% of nothers who noted on ioprovonent in health since 

their sepo.r~tion,the f act tha t birth or der was a nuch oor e 



ioportont independent vo.rinbl c than s ox when consideriilf; 

the children 's health, '1.nd the eener nl conclusion that the 

hc.'.:'.l th of both nothcrs ·:i.ml childr en is likely t o be bet t er 

under the conditions of single pnr enthood r~ther than in 

e.n 1unhnppy ' but 'unbroken' hoDo. 

Tho i;cvernlly l ow l evel of ecluc"..t.ionnl ".l.Chicvcnent for 

both the nothors nnd f .'.'.th.:rs contrt'.sted with the nothcrs 1 

generally high expecta tions f or thoir children's educa.tional 

achieveoont . This was consistent with the nothors' expressed 

s ntisfo.ction with the schools' perforno.nce . 

About h,'..lf of the oothcrs tonc~oC'. t ow[l.rcls an introverted 

s ocinl nttitude whilst the othor hnlf f elt tho desire t o 

expand their social contacts. Ther e was n &oncrnlly l ow 

l evel of noighbour-conto.ct but thi.s could be pnrtly oxplni.necl 

by the high oobili ty of this group-just un:ler half had ooved 

house within the pr evious two years. The wider kinship gr oup 

encrgod us tho strongest s~ s ource of assistance f or the 

f ru:iilics studied. Ther e was no clc:u- ener~encc of one single 

type of desired nssistnnce and 1~ wrie. f ound 1l:bll.t- tor the 

najority of the wonen their needs could be d&iined as non­

naterinl. For 45% of the eroup l e isure activity outside the 

hone wns a.looat non-existent , 

A little under a half of the ~others found the effect 

of f~thorlcssness t o be harr.Jful to their childr en, but a 

oajorJ.ty consider ed that the fnther•a absence had benefited 

tha children. Both could be indicative of the damogine effects 

of the nore extrooe kinds of pre-separat ion tension. ~his 



This wa.s further nnnifestod by tho kinds of enotiono.l 

disturbance r oportocl ruion g tho children nnd tho ir clifficul ties 

ov er soc~ c onto..cts. Ls night be expected , t ho ol der 

chilclren wer e r ognrdecl o.s be.ing ouch l ess willing to nccept 

n st ep-fr.thor than tho youn[;er one s . For c. 1:1.rge nn j ority 

of nothors , the o..r oec of nothor-chil d rolc.tions posocl no 

unusua l problons. 

Over h.'llf of tho nothcrs coulc~ be closcribod c.s boing woll­

ndjustocl to their singl e pt:'.ronthoocl or thnt their ndjustoont 

wns i nprctY:i.ng but 3o% continued to bo ndvorsoly nffootod by the 

se:Qo.rntion. Only o. q_unrtor of tho s nn.plo considorul th.'1t 

r onE1.rringe would bo unuosirable unclor any circuns tD:noc, r.nd 

one in ten professed t o o. lingering nffoction f or the ir ( ex) 

husband . It wns rlononstrnt o(l t hr,t tho offspring of unlL".ppy 

nc.rrincos wor e in turn norc lilw ly t o ox..porionco unhnppy 

I:lo.J:'ri"leos tho.n the populo.tion ,.,_t Luco . 

Responses t o tho "Cnntril' q_uustions showocl the vurioua 

differ ences nnong sub-gr oups of t ho s o.nplc pnrticulo..rly 

4'iffcrcnces botweon tho older uonon. Porhc.ps tho oost inportnnt 

single f oa..:ture to energe froo this p~t af the study wns 

the f etot thnt the burdens of singlo-p~renthood t ended to fo:ll 

nost heavily on the shoulders of tho wonen separated for two 

yen.rs or l ess. 

The f.indings of this study l off one inpression nore strongiy 

than ony others• th.at whilst difficulties c.nd hardships persiated 

anong divorced and separnt ed nothors,thesc w.ore a.. prefcrnblo 

alternative to the depr.lvutiona c.nd indignities.: tho.ii prevailed 

for nost of then before their husbl'.llda left hone . 



This study w,-:s only r:v.:dc porrn i b l o through t llG "mcour ·~i'.)::mant , 

co-opor : tion, t r ust cmd '"-";,sist;'JlC .. ) frow nc .... Dy individuc..ls , 

orgc:nis ".tions ~'.ncl otn t o dOF'.rtmcnts. 

In p :rt i cul :._r I uish to th::;,.nk r;iy suporvisor ,Dr.Al~ ~fobstcr, 
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Wo l f.'.'..ro , .end I·Ir . R.G. l'hlkor of thc..t Do!--:2.rt Lont 1 s Pr-. lmorst on 

Horth offico . 

I ClI'l n.lso indebted to Miss E. I: . Groon of tho M.'.'..ssoy Librc..ry 

for her quie t officionc;-/ ;::.::1d t c Hrs . N,l:; . Br,~dl oy for h 0:r skill 

0r1d po.ticncc in tr:~scribing tho toxt . 

Tho people ~iho p::..rticip:'.t od in the: prelimin2.I'y survey g :·.ve 

insights 2.!ld GUiclo lines th.".t uor o inv<J.lunble in ddc:rminl:ng 

tho focus of t llis study. The boi:cfit of their oxperionco will 

n.lw<'!.ys bo a ppreci o..tod. It is to tho ;.:io thc;rs who p.c:.rticipi".. tod 

in tho o~in survey thD.t I fool pci.rticul .:..rly grdcful . They 

believed in tho vc..luo of tho rosuo.r ch o.nd ~1.C.d tho courcJ.go to 

givo of their privc·.ey to mo.kc it pos :~ iblo . I hope thn.t their 
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11'The fina.l justi:fi c ,:i,tion for any nccounting or explana.t ory 

concepts must be the oxt ont t o whi ch they em~ble a per s on 

t o understand t he pr oblems 11i t h uhi ch he is dealing in all 

their full-bo<l.i ed , ongoing conplcxity without distorting 

them to f i t some pr econceived model he may have. 11 

• . , Cantr il (1965) 
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INTRODUCTION. 

This study sets out t o ex::unine some of the ihlportnnt 

chciracteristics of mothers ond children in f runilies o.ff ected 

by divorce or separ ation. The informc.tion pr esented will be 

fron an examinati on of the mothers' ~ttitudes . Neither the 

children nor the f ather s were interviewed f or t his otudy. 

Ther e have been investigat i ons in this field , uninly in North 

.Araericn and Gre~t Britain. The r elevant points from these 

investigations will be revie\led and consider ed n.gcinst the 

results of the present survey. In the cn.se of some of the 

n.r en.s of this survey,(mor e particularly in the exaninntion of 

ColllI!IU!lity Rel at ions us nffecting these f c..milies) f ew coopn.rative 

studies are t o be f ound. 

Much t ha.t ia alre~dy known must ho.ve univer sal ~pplic~tion. 

Equally there must be s omethine unique about t he conditions for 

such f emilies in this coun~ry . The over all l e.ck of knowledge 

suggests that this study must be essentinlly flexible and 

explor atory . It raust be designed t o enuble the r esearcher 

t o preserve an·. open mind a.s t o t he uniquenes s of ea.ch family 

and of the individuc.J.s who conprise t hem. The final r esult 

may lack scientific precision but the knowledge ga..ined should 

cl~ify our thinking nbout these f nrailies ruid point t o any common 

trends and dispositions , strengths or weaknessess ,thnt rany 

exist. 

It will be shown t ha.t these fo.milies are affected by n 

variety of f actors; oge,nu.mber and sex of the children; duration of 

raarriage ; age of the r emaining par ent at the time of sepnrntion; 

and social f actors such a s r nce ,religious nffiliation, and area 



2 

of r0sidcnco . 

The sing1o p..::.re::rthoocl of tho r:lotlwr \·!EJ. bo looh~d at 

o.s 10th a doponrle::t :_~nd ::i.n :i.ncl:·pondor..t vu1':~a.~Jl0 , The 

0vent . Por the purpos1J.J 0-:: this ,, i;·: dy the ant•Jc,-(lc·nts ancl 

Li.S >cd .. P...~;· Sir'.!i l a r. .t-J.tl.o',l{;h tho tu(J 21'0 not to 08 O<fL'.r..tod , 

tuo C~~tq:;o1·ios of solo r·~I'cnts , tho \ddOWS :~r..cl the U!J.ill:lrried 

moth.~;:r·o . Tl1is is i::.1. r;:pj_to of t>.c f ..:.ct t l:..:t tl:t: i s su;:; of 

r c:::l:J.rriu.L"J i:::.i cliffc:rm~t :i.'or d.~ .vorccd c:u:U. scp..:i.r:ttccl pc,;pl c . But 

<lur·::t :!.011 of th::: f :,tLr!; ·~bs0nco :.Ld ·cl1is iG :_i crucial f <J.ct or 

fatiily j,l':iiJ.bor·s . lfo0 
• • \;V 0 r , :i.t ui n OU f ound t::-w:l; the: d:'..f:forencc 

ic :10t gro .~t ,.s the clivorc(,d :m:ic;n d:i.d Eot diffor great ly 

in vnotio:ml adjustm.::n t from t:!'10 uom(:n uho h~d ~)O(m sep.ir ~ tod 

for over six y0:1rs . 

Tho c onc0pt ot sin{;lo parc:i.1thood 1.:.s nn independent variabl e 

f ocm.10 G attc.:ntion on its offoct on f<.!.illily process and functioning. 

Those will be of parti culur concern in this study. i'l.8 Sprey 

(1970) points out : 

11 Thc causal o:xpl.::mn:Cion of sinc;lo p~rontl!ood should c ombine 
the study of t ho ns.turo of the crisis-provoking event wit h 
t ha t of t he specific conditional char acteristics of thG 
f a.qi l ios under Considcr~tion . I t seems symr-too~tic of the 
c ompart ment alisncion i n soci a l s cience t hut t his approa ch 
has not been folloucd Dor e frequently. .. . I t is t he 
conceptunlis nt ion of single parent hood c.l.S an ol)goin g 
process t hat provides o. frw:e of reference wit hin which 
f o..nil y procens nnd its subsequent t r ansformation int o a 
single - par ent ono cnn be logically integr~tcd . . •. • 



" • • .. . • Th~Ls typo of a..riulysis docs not ncgo.te th0 
uniquonn:i::i of the f· .:lin~:J ··.nd .:!.10t i.onri of i:1tlividuc:.ls, 
it ::ncroly ' .. bstr'c·c,<J Cd't c..in r:;_•o1crt:! . ..::n for ~he 1)lU'y>CSC 

of sciontific Gxpl'2, ~ ·~.i. un:.> , 11 ( 21 -~~3 ) 

3. 

selection procod.ur.::s ~10c,:,ssury to ob-C~:i.r: th•J ~;.:-. . , 1':., : - all 

to tr.~co non-le[;:.· ly u0p::i.rut1.:c~ ~romon tl-trou;.:;11 o.ny othsr nourcc 

than tho one u·;cd . Socondly , thu d"d.y iu totc.lly d0p0n<l.ant 

on t':c hon·. cty of tJ10 um.ion .'...ntvrri ;i!:.6. for tho v vr ;.city 

scrv,~d in <lain~ no . 'i'his j.s , d'tcr :.:;l , ·.t stud:y of the :.._ttitudcn 

Tho purpo::;c 0f t iri:::: ::mrvcr ·.,'- cogos noro urr•(mt \·;i th the 

increasing proport ;on of i;~orle in the co: .. :mmity who o.!'e 

:ufuctcd oy sepdr.:.ltion or <livorce. ih tL n·)'.: i:r.fon"' ·tion, 

pv.blic .'.\t ti tudes can begin to be b(cSccl on mor e ro.'.1.liGt:i e 

o..sse:i..i3m'.Jnts rr..th ; r then the ccmmon r.;is turc of hostility, 

sentiment c".nd pity. Ui th .:i. better undcrr>tMding of how the 

women und children of t hese fD.lllil i es liv e , ue should be ablo 

to fom.ulnte policies und action t hct uill fucilitat e the 

exer cise of the comnunity ' s responsibility tounrds t hem. 
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....,.. 
1 1 THE FRELiriI1~fJtJ_S1}li~X,. 

In th(< .::.bse!lcc of '.nY d0f'i11 i t ~. ::..ni'or::· tion O!l ~rh. .t might 

ccnsti tuto t he r:l' .jor pro b l ,rr.:3 f or ·l ivor c0d "'.nt~ s e pc.r '.:'.t od 

uorwn i t \ ,.., " ' ·'-' J c ciJ.Gd t h t t her e s hould bo ·. p:coli:1in ".ry· 

SUl'Vv:-,r . This U;".~ cond'..~ctvl '-'..one prof :. ::.: ~; :ion . . 1:3 "-11c1 oth" rs 

come in cont,,ct T,ri t h d ivorcGd c..nrl :J(. p·'..r ".tod 1101;;.on i n sue!: Q way 

,".O to h:·'.ve c...n O.PlJroci:~tion of tho ru"'.in ismws f :-.c int; these women 

individu..~.11y or collc etiv.:'ly. 

Aecordingly , t he c overing l J tfor md quc:stionn-~irc in Appendix 

h. uere sent out to ::icv cr.ty p~ opl(; in -Cho city, ( It ·.iill be noted 

tru:~t wiclous Herc not Gub~ocp :<..r~'i::ly incl ud.uf. :i.n t~w :nnin ~rnrvey ). 

'i'ho Grou p incl uded pcopk 1:or~~ir::; f:lll- tir.1u i n t he m::ploy;:1cnt 

of tho Chur ch , he '.d.mnstor s of ".11 tho schools• both :_:.rim .ry 2...'1d 

nocond 'lr :r , f\ .. 11-tii:.o :-..nd v r_, lunt·.ry s '.)C jr~l 1;orl-;:'..;r :J '" 11pl oyc d by 

both pri v:-i.to n.nd gov. r n.!:'.ent . .::;enc Lu , ,'.Inid~:.nce counse 1 lors , 

bl-:;.'.ds of r olcvo.nt gov~rnmcnt de1r .rtmcnt::i , public figu.rco who 

h·Na conce:r nc d th0;nso l vGr.: :1i t :1 uc lf -.r0 i s . u0c , ;nd t\.10 

psychidrists . 

Replivs wer e rec e ived from juot under h:lf the peopl e 

cont::.ctcd nnd thoir c oILl:lents uere t nkon into c.ccount in 

f ormul:i.ting the essentially ezplor::-.tory intcrvlcw euide f or the 

m~in survey (Appendix D). 

The main points in [\.JlS\Tcr to the aight questions in Appendix 

A ::i.ro summ...-;.rised ns follows:-

':;;J;. Mg.,ior problems of sifwlc-ia::.r ant f .::i.mi ly in Ucu Zeal.nnd identified~ 

1. I mpairment of s oxunl identity. Absence of m~lo model• 

2 . Fincneic.l inseeuri ty. 
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3 . Cor:urn.mj_c:-.tion difficul tics 1x:: t-,r~::;n ch:Llclren 

4. Hindrnn co of soci~l ~ctivitia s . 

5. Umri J. lingnc]s s of so;_ic to l':_; cog~1iso or :-cdi:'~ t ·" problem. 

6 . Strnin of uorl:ing ;~f; uo ll · '.3 c.:rr:1inc L~oily burdens. 

7. 'i'oncl oncy for s in{;'l8-F'-nmt f c1 ;ilL;s ·co bo housed. 

t ogether . 

8 . Cortr..in s t igJ'.lL'. of h:wing no f . · ch;r,fce:l i r,g th,.,_ t society 

9. Some tiuos unrc-:-.l istic clu:.;. ·.: i,~ pl :-~ccd on oldest c .iilcJ_ 

in tho L ·.:::i.il::r. 

10. ror rwt hor ovorstrcj.n, ov :.:rwork , 1rnrry , h o:cl t h :)rob l :.;ras . 

11, T:1othvr moro incli~c'd to cli:nc t u children uhoro f '.thor 

would per it more L1dornadonco. 

12 . Poss ibility of ~ dofo c tivo upbrineing boi nc p~Rsod onto 

tho next goner ,,t ion. 

13. Pos s ibl \J d.:::.r::i :~go t o s c: lf-concopt, 3clf-rospoct. 

14. Emotional problom::i c r..usod by lonolinc[;s , bor edom. 

15. Mo.rringo still osoonti ~,l ly' unfinished bus inuss,' 

often continuinG' pi~oblens of :.'.ccoss f mD .. intc:na.ncc 1 

u.nd 1 doublo ovmor ship.' Guilt on p~.rt of mothe r or 

children, di vidod loynl tics for children, po cs j_ bili ty 

th~'.t they eould b o used c~s ' p2.wns 1 in pnrcmt a l conflict. 

16. For some sopu.r::~ted f a.:1.1.ilios t ho lmcortc.inty c.bout 

continued r osiclonce by tho f <..i.thc:r. 

11. For some mothalf'9 nnd children, unresolvo~ fo olings 

of failur~ and belief t hut they h:wo on.used the fdher' s 

departure . 

18• Mo.ritcl or:UJcs and sepnrntions. ~ften protrc.ct ed so 
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by t:.1-J c1~:.E.r:,r1 

l"1 Soi!l.0 Probh:;:is F ~ciur~ Si:t.: .·J. ... - l- .l \;l1°t F ~.2ilil: .3 il: licN Zur,l .. '..!lU.. --- ..------· -- -- " .........._._....._ _______ ...... ~~-·~· -

n oth0r for horl.i!'lG .·ct E0t ··.11:: to tl-:ivob s u.f :i."ioient 

time to t!10 f~ily in doing no) 

3. The high c ·:rni1-:-G c ~.}r.cit/ of !:'.ino:c~::: -oo~ld i)o in. conflict 

ui th thei r long-- t-::r"..:i cduc ·.ti on·:l roq~·.iroqcnts . 

4. E.::..sicr for ·; r::".'Jl in :; ..:. 1·~ z .... r.l:'l'cl( th..~ i n ~nny other c ountries) 

to l c ;.vo his f~l!!.ily '"'.nd. c1 .~ ~ l'"'.y,j,)O ~.r ui thout tr -.c.:;; . 

5. 1 Our crc·.t rucb:- cult f "St l: r s ''.:.l inl:-.ge: of tho ;r.rd- drink 

ing , li.~ rd-hitt :i.ng I:i'7i n ·.l c . Somv uonc rl ~10 1-:e t o ch..·'.ngc 

this :ttitudo .. ft .... r rr.rr i '"'.g-:: ·'~t1. th2y f .il ' 

6. Stronger l :'.us n0od0d to or..forco n·,intcncnec p:i.ymcnts. 

difficult . 

1,. This high uobili ty cn.n le.·.v c dos ur t cd uiv os 3·cr::ndcd 

wit h fr.nily dc 'bts in r'.re's r cw.ote f r on t ho help of 

r e l 2.tivcs . 

8 . Some mislo.'."'.ding nous nwdio. o::.pl.u;sisi ng the porsui t of 

~:.rmful v~lucs whic h contribut e to ~ naive ....nd 

unroo.lis tie nppro, ch t o the ma.ri t o.l r ehtionship. 

:m Some •ff e cts £f these p~lc~~· 

1. Cnp~city for lo~~ingof some chi.ldr~n ~dvorscly 

affected ~t school . 
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Gcnl:r c-.1 ch-~J.lcn,_;.;.. t o tho m..othcr 1 ;:. \ut:i:1ori ty 

to h.;r childr•):'l 1;::; b·:L :vL·ur . 

p ·.rtic~LP ·.Uor:. 

4 . Fn~.tt- chr.)d r\mr J · ·s co11~Ji(L.h < ... f ·ir c:~m0 for roviuc 

p .ro:nt. 

intur1ctior: of 11orn·.1 f".::-.:'...l i or;. 

1 . E}:t\..nsio!l of Birthr i ; :Lt ·.mr k t o i'rovi u,J ". f' :tL .r·~fiGtW:'v 

.. ctivi ty. 

worked for sor:ie yer-.ro - i nstruction for young ;;10th.Jr :J 

in t ome scionco . 

4 . Stro.".!!!lining of r,roct,d.uros .:-.dopt~d by gov<>rnnent dcp!'..I't-

mcnts . 

5. Sliding ocr..le for er{'.i."'J.ts so 1.S to ,1ll m1 for the i ncroc.si:ng 

<~go of t ho child. 

6. Socio.I WGlf-:ro bcnefi t ·w;~Hc.blo to o.11 solo mother s on 

tho 3.:!.ID.O t e rns .'.lS uni v0rsc.l supDr~.nnu .ti on. 

?. More o.nd bettor publicity ~bout the source s of nssista.nce 

--.v c.il c'."..bl o . 
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8. Some nc:d;:C.o~~ of p"'.y;;i..::rd; d<~vi:::c:cl t0 p·•y mothers f or 

r 0 ' .. ring thC; i r childJ'.'O''l (fulfillil .. g se;rvicc to society 

by providine futur:.: citi?.ons) 

9. ' Sc ~ttcring 1 by SAC ir~ tho ::~l loc:.Uon of St ·.::.tc HouG<rn 

.~ .. nd Units . 

10 . ILk:; m:'..I'ri.:b.] ~ .. s J.ii'ficul t t r, ,chi0v:_. ·_s divorce . 

12 . ,' .. doqu;'.tc.: r :..., ::;c;.>..rch on t;10 n . .: .. d.s of ch::..ldrc:: fr m::. theco 

th() c-duc . . Lio:1 syst1Jn . 

13 . I:.nodi· .t.; c ::-.zh p<"-yncnt8 :v,'.il <:-.bL; f or ~ror:ion ~-.lwn ·the ir 

hus1.r.J:ds di: or d.;acrt . 

14. tTor.:-.1 ::mpport 1:ior0 import.-:.r. t t:.o.n •~--.'.;cri.::l }1,;lp. 

15 . A. c or ps of d i t c :Joci.:-.1 liOrk<.-rr; , hit;hl~r tr~~inod to 

identify pr oblems c"..rl~; :~1d f1·oc for follow- up work 

uhcre requir ed. 

16 . !1orc rmd chc(.por chilu-c ... r 1.J c0ntros for working mothers. 

1 7. Kdr':'.. t ::..,"i: r 1::licf in lie u of h ous(:kvoper f or working 

mothers . 

18. Officinl recognition of nothcr s ' n,:eds to live .:.nd wor k 

in .?..ro~s uhcro thoy c:.::.n e;ut "..Ssi:::t f'.llCe in C.'.'.ring f or 

children frou rcli'.tives - o . g. c. oot .. or who is n s chool -

t o<.cher who ?ll...".Y h"..VC to forego promotion :--.nd incrco.scd 

income boc~us0 sho is not in ~ posit ion to mo'V3 house . 

Noto : Some of the writcro ol!lph~siGod t ho cnp~~ci ty of mc.ny 
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ill 

In mi ;,,x}.llor::tory ::;tudy of tLi::i l:i.nd, the lit '.1.' turo 

rENi11\iocl.,m.ust , of n•::Ci... ::JGity :..·'.'.ne.; nv.-·r . v ri •. t;-;' of topics . 

the:so '.l'C _ :-; ovcr ·-~ir ; ; i th c "nc ;r~1c s) ~ :::::od by hrn- p::r-.::nt f ::1ilios, 

o . c; . t:hc }>roblc:.w ".G:Joci --.tcd \T:!. t " c:1ilt~ d~)V.:-!lO:!):::ont ~nd :1or o 

dolinqucmc:· . ~Ioili...VOr tho l i i; r tu,,., .. r,)vi0•.Tc•·: idl 1 b .. conc0rr..od 

:-.<1•1i ti on it ~;i-Ll do:-.1 ui tl: .; i tl'. t.;_ o::r~ ~o culi ·.r to tii:~ solo 

i.lOtll•,r, t he ;_·.::.i.n on;.; bL.in c tlL: ;::ff cts of Z ·t::,_ rl,~s ;n ~.;,.~ on 

\rill bv con::iidor tio;,10 of . .:.pvcts o::' ... 1'..•th:r-c~:::.ld r, l ·~tionshipo . 

The l i t \J:?.' -.turc. dc-..linc ~ii t h t:1c p:.:o bl•):..is f '.ce:cl :J'y tL ... ::;.other 

hursolf '. ri l l bo considor 0cl s ci .r t oly. Thl", !:l . tcri ~.1 ·-._v ~.il Jjlv 

on this p.-:rticul ·~r topic i::i co!:':J/'.r .ti vcly SC<'.rcc . 

(1) Finnnco 

The first consiU.or .tion , hoi1cv1..-r, uill be the fin-L'1.CGS 

of t ho solo-nothor f r.nily since tho c c ono!2ic f ".ctor is 

fundnw.ont nl in ~ consider tion of tho wolf"..rc of this 

group. 

llr'.rsdon ( 1969) hc..8 oade " c oi:1pr 0honsi vo s tudy of the 

solo mot her in Enelnnd, with nn o::iphctsis on tho probloos 

r a ised by poverty. He invcstic~~t od t ho circwnstc.nccs of 
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116 f o.thorloss f rl:lilies by inte rviewing uno<J.rrid , scp.::.rc.t0d , 

di v orcod -::.11Ll widouod no t h -:; :;.·:.i ui t !1. ch:i. l dr.:m , uho w-ero 

dopornknt or.. n:~tion::. J. ".Dsi;:;d;:mcc . Ho GtrG:Jscd thr .. t tho 

f o.nilL . .:.:; studied :rv:.'c f 0 w ::nd coul d not be r oproocnt ·•.t i ve 

( thor o :en. :.bout 350, 000 f ·.the::r J.os:_ f :'.L'liliw i n EngL:n d ) 

but t hoir ,.;i tu .tion did h int .. ,. t typico.l J.)robk;::n . Ee f ound 

widows t o bo the: l e "~::: t poor i'..30ng th(; L · .. nilic,s Hhi J. 0 thorw 

not hors wi t l1 on.ly i llogi tiu. ~ -t;,.; clqcrnlo!:ts h . ~cl thu s;:-.-..llc 8t 

t l:osc two aub- gr oups but t~1oi r :i.nco: .:-.: s v .·-Ti•;d . Tno l ov ol of 

the n~-.t io:'.'.r.l Ls s i s t :--.nc c.' Bo rd. .::J.lou:·:l1CC ~;c .. s •AUiv::l lmt to only 

h'.'.lf t ho inco~Jo of t he .-~'.' 'J ri".f/~ cc1uplo u:L th t '. iO childr en i n tllo 

ccncr c.l 11opv_L .. ;t i or:. , but it 1r,•.:::i only D. little: b c.:l mr tho inc or.:o 

conclusion '\l.'.'.s th:-:1.; thorc u ~s m1dcr.~ ··,.10 evidence t r..:·._t in.c o;:~cs 

deprived . Ho f ound. tlv.t r::c.ny ::,o t he rs uoro goi ng s i10rt of f ood 

c>.nd th·.~t .clthough clli ldro~ of !~cl10 , l . .._;;c u :::nY·.cly hctl s chool 

fil·~2.1G t hoir diet ::;; 1ra:::·0 l ikoly to suf~:·.;r ,,t uo .. .: lwnds -::nd during 

t ho s chool ho l i d '1..YS . For .:'..cluquc~t<.:: c:L othin,:; tl:u uotho":rs r ::; liod 

l <'.rgoly on giftu fror..1 r ol o.ti on.er wi t l1 r e:..:ul ting cle priv :.tion if 

this gcneros i ty f :'..i lod. . 

H['.lf the sopc.r.·.~t ed 'l..ncl divorce d uonon livocl in poor housing 

which uus privately r ont od from non-ro l: ~tives . Ho.lf of o.11 

the f u.milios i nte rviewed wero ovor-crowdod , one fifth hnd no 

furni turo , c.nd when c onp::-'..rcd ui th tho ndionnl :'..vorc.ge t hey 

l e.eked household nppli cnceo. 

Marsden t hought t he low stc.ndo.rd of living wa s f elt by the 

n ot hers pnrticulnrly ci.s it o.ffe cted t ho children , c..nd t he 
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no thnrs s;--.crificcd ouc!1 i n w effort to prot ect t heir children 

from the i::ip<·~ct of d,:pri v . . Lion. In f '.ct ~10 f ou:.1d t ho:t t uo 

thirds of' t ho r:io t hors B.'.'.id they fc..lt poor so~o or '.'.11 of 

tho tine despite the f .ct th··.t they wore r cluct.'.'.!lt t o ::dnit 

"To ~ l i ci t od extc!lt f ,;d i nCTG of dopriv-~tio:r. tied in 
with lovol of i...--icono. ~fowuv"'r , tho overriding 
i nflU<.:nco upon hou : .ot:!'J.0rs fvl t-n.s with the 
distribution of inc ot'leG .:end tho ::;t.1.nd·~rd of tho 
mothers ' hones - ".ppe:·.r13d to der i ve fros outside 
t heir irrlodi ~.t .; lll".t e ri:::.l situ.'. ti on " ( p. 233) 

Depriv '.tion t or -.;for c: , c ould not be underst ood in pure ly 

m- tor i ;.l t er:ns . It 1-r;::: p"..rt of the tot.'.'.li ty of th0ir p· .st 

livus , t heir .~ttitude t o the future '!Ild the qur.lity of thdr 

soci-U "..Ild onotional r e l ;t ionsl:ips . :.:011c.v L.r, thl;r c is strong 

cvid0ncc fror:i !fo.rsden ' s rese "' rch t h".t o<'.t ,, ri::..l in:~d0qut:ciu::; 

".rlong solo mot her s in Engl.'.'.nd contribute s i gnific"!ntly to their 

t ot --.1 dcpriv -:-.tion. Th::; present s tudy should help to cl ;.rify 

the situt:.t i on in licw Zo.1.Lnd . 

Tho Roy".l Cornr,1i scion on Soci<"!.l Security in Neu Zoa.l :'..nd 

(Mnrch 1972) found n.c f ollous :. 

"Survoys carried out in ot her countries r evoc..l thnt solo­
p:u-ent f .:'.Dilios , p'.'.Xticulcrly fo.thc rlcs:J fo..nilics , f nce 
high risk of poverty. Those solo-p"..rent f noilies in or 
nea r poverty not only expe rience t he de priv.:;tions of being 
poor but hnve othe r problems due t o tho l a.ck of n pnrtnor, 
nnd b~ing one pc.rent short. While no l~rge-sc::..lc surveys 
ha.ve been mode in New Zealand , the evidence we he .:i.rd 
suggests th:1.t low incor:i.c ruaong solo f eno.l e :r:irents is one 
of this country's nc.jor wolf a.re problems , 11 <,p. 242) 
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The Coillr'.l.ission,.. ho.ving id0n.tified one of t ho country's 
nc jor '\Tolf::~rc: probleus,. n .:cdc ro con.oencl ~ tions sot out below: -

Woekl Inc;:_Qa.G for S_9p'.'..I'.cJ..9_~l. ~.·ng. Divorced Ww.on-1..21..~ 
including FC1.Uily Bunofi t but not including Supplonont :-.ry 

Assist onco gr ::.nt (:cl ,..,_ t tllo dis cre t ion of tho Socic.l Socuri ty 
Co1;rr:i is sim1.) 

;:c.; !l56CiriEoridocr Post..;.J\irio · · ·i 
by t llo Royr-._1 1972 , 

1972. · Corn:1i ssion. (following I 
. Budget I 
; ChClilgos ) 

!For Solo p::..r ont i:-ri t h one 
depe ndent child. . . , . . . $31.60 $33.00 ' $35.00 : 

.. ----·---·· ---·- ---- -----· --1-· ----
For Solo p:.ront with two ! 

' I 
--- .. ···- - .-- - ·- ·--------- -- --- .. - ·- -- - --· ·- - --1 ! . 

I do pendent chi l dren. . , . _. i $34. 60 I i . 

1!~~~~~;~:P:i;fr1~~~~:1-th~~r $37: 60 - ::~ . ~o - - - ~~5. :~ --

$39.00 $41.00 

: ---·----------.- - ·---+----·-·----..,.--- ----·------- ___ _ .J. _ - . 

!For Solo p·:rc:nt ui th f our ! · • 
1depdndont children . .. . .. .• ! $40.60 $48 .00 $49 .50 

·-----~~-- ------ _______ ____ L ___ _ -·-----~ ; ___ . _ ___ ~- ·----------' 

It is o.pp'.'.rent t hc.t thoGov .rnnont consider ed t ho Conmission 

t o h.'lve boen t oo tinid i n m1'..king its r oc om!:.:ncbtions for 

bencfi t incrc."'.sos . Tho riso of just ovor 2ofo nccordod to tho 

solo-pC!.ront with four children in tho I3udgot cle:::.rly dononstr "'. t cs 

thcct it cons ider ed t ho pr o-budgot incouu ( prove.Hing :>.t tho 

tme this survey wris unclort0kcn) t o h.:.wo boon in.'.1.dequo..t c . 

On tho n~tter of noc~1s end incono t osts tho Governnont .:i.gnin 

cxc oodod the limi t c.t i ons r ocomu cndod by tho Comm.i ssi on . Through-

out Cho.ptor 15 t ho Connission built up i t s CG.so f or reducing 

·tho nw.ximum a llow['..ble i ncooe from $676 por a.nntlti (or $13 

por woc..k to f320 per c..nnun (or $10 por 1100k) Not until the 

thirty-first po.r t1grnph wo.s the en.so of tho solo parent 

specifica lly consider e d: 



"'The r nt c of <-~batcraont of bonefit is such th ct there 
is no finnncial incentive f or thos e beneficiaries such 
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as solo parents with dependent childrcm to do further work 
<ll'ter t hey ha"OG rc o.chod s ome $20 of other i ncome or 
earnings . But the desire t o work is by no menns det ormincd 
solely by tho levels of elloWJiiblo incoDc set f or benefit 
I1Urposes. 11

• ( p.146) 

It is .ct:ifficul t t o im:~ginc ~Y one , l e t c.lono n solo. 

par ent f acing other unusual str.Jssos , wishinc; t o be empl oyed 

for no fino.ncin.l gnin. 

In the June 1972 bude0t the i:overnncnt adopt ed the Cornnissiorts 

r ecomrnend".t i on th::lt tho mnximura :::i.llow:.:i.ble incoGio be l ower ed 

t o $520 (or $10 per week). Tho r esult is tha t whilst benefits. 

hnve boon incrcn.s ed, the incentive f or s olo-p.'lr ents t o become 

indq .. endont of s to.t o -~ssistnnce hris been r educed. The 

importance of this will become clc".ror when looking nt those 

women in t he sampl e 6TOup who wer e empl oyed nt t he tiGie of 

the interview. 

It i s r e l evunt t o note th1.t t h<:: Govor:nocnt dep.'.lrted fr om 

tho Corroi ssion 1 s r ocouoendnt i on th ' t benefits be abat ed by 

$1 for every $1 in r espect of income enrned nbove $25 a week. 

A vestige of incentive was r et ained in the budget by the 

benefit being aba ted $3 for every $4 earned in oxcoss of £2.5 

per week . It was ironical th~t the Goverru;i.ent should hnvo had 

t o protect solo- po.rents from such n recommendation from t he 

Commission when the Commission itself bud stn ted that 11 low 

income among solo f emale par ents is one of' ~s country's 

major welfure problems." · 
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f ·.t1l\..rl,,u;.; f-.:1ily t~1 t v n() find.:-:; t: . .:. r.'.clieot som·c ·~ of 

1 :.ck of contr ol uf 

r.:u::rc nffcot tho c hild ' B i!1dop.md0nc0 ir.. .ch.~l t lif ._. . 

Ostrovol:~; (1966) , i:~ 2 book dovotc·d 1.mtir<~ ly to Gtudyi ng 

tho cff.:icts on chilclrc:n- 11i thout f :.thcr s , e;:1p!Lsi::>0s th:-.t 

whilst tho processes of v.rk.nis".tion ··mcl industri':1.tlio".ti on 

h :wo -emxle:d to docrcnsc the i r:portc.ncc of the f '.ther ' s r ole 

i n tho u pbringing of t he children • .-crthelcsG his conpl c t o 

nbscnce cn.n induce ro~l difficulties for tho ;.ffoctod childr en . 

Perhaps th0 i:U'.in difficult y i s th:::t c r-..used by tho di s torted 

picture c. child no.y deve l op of both tho w~o !'..nd f eocl c r oles 
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i n society. This , Octi·ov~ky rnys,nff..:.cts chilJ.ro::. in th0ir 

soci:U. ::djuatr,ont <''.rJ the: f .th r 1 s r olo fon~3 ~~:::. iq_\ort:-J1t 

b '.Sis for tho l r'.t or OiJotion'.il '.ttnchl:!onts of both boyo "Jld 

girls ·md for t h·.;ir :'.ccoptc.i1co of bot h tho 1r.l0 ··J1d for.:~.lu 

r ol es . 

: tion ~~id :-.iupe:r og0 f\:1~-- •.tio:1. ~.:::o f ~1u:1c~ th · t th(; ··~b:::unt p .r ent 

or t o puni oh. Tho cl1il(: t ondc.d t c; r~ pr'-'S'.3 r.ggr osr:ion 

intennifL:cl nhould oi t!.:,.r p;'.r ..... ::.t d .: p o.L't. This is illustrdod 

by the work of Uyli i..: --~:1d Dclg.-~tlo ( 1959) u!10 roport :::::> 

fol1om:;: 

" In ::::ur:r:-.('.ry , if u0 o .:; l ..:.·ct c '.sva or! t:.0 b .ois of t uo 
cri t ori .. :; n<'..':.mly , boyo whoso f · ·.thor~; :'.r 0 ".bs cmt "nt.l 
whoso not hors c':'.Tlnot control t;1,;ir "'ger oGoivo bc:1 :.viour , 
i.fCI'ind t hnt tho cuJos show U,'.ny other fo · .tur0n Li COLJ.r.1on. 
Eo.'.'.rly r'.11 of tho boys J.o poorly in scilool , h;:>.lf :...ru vnurotio 
.'.nd one f 0urth soil . The f~.th< .;rs ,'.r o look ed upon by 
tho :~others .''.D being b··~d; t 110 boys :'.r e vLnrod C'.S bei ng 
like thoir f2.tl;.or s , ~d C..3SU.Lic none of t ho f ·~thcr• s r ol \) 
in tho hono . The l'.'81 ·.tionuhip bctuo011 not hor :".nd ::rnn 
is intensG , highly soXU<.'.l iGod N1cl full of h0stili ty. Tho 
nothcrs ".r o closely tied to t hoir own p~'.ronts . " ( p. 649.) 

Ostrovsky ( 1966) :i.lso ce.!'..10 to the conclusion thD.t t ho f ".thor 

i s inport:mt in pr ovi ding cuotion[:.l c ont".ct f or his daught er, 

8.nd in being M obj e ct of identific·'..tion for his son so thd 

thv son D:l.Y surnount tho oedipa l conflict <'.l1d ::iccc pt the ran.l e 

role synbolised by his f ,"'.. thor. The f ".ther b:i.1.:i.noea tho 

f oninine influence of the uother so t hct t hGir respective 

roles ore cooplcnentury, giving nn oquilibriun to tho f e.nily 

cnvironnent. ThG reuovcl of one pnrcnt , thor e forc , upscts this 
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equilibr ium with often f ar r eaching of fects for the 

children concerned . 

<kl.rdner (1956) develops further t his aspoct of the 

child' s personal guilt about his par ents' separ ation. 

"In t his situat ion i t is very easy f or tho child t o assume 
t hat if he had not been born the parents would be t ogct her­
thait ba w.ea. t:tie g@.l.se of the separ ation. They wo.nted QMh 
other but did not want~. One can estinate the child ' s 
own s ense of worth a.a ~ individual human being in the 
midst of such logical rumin~ti ons ffi'l.d such rumin~tions n.re 
the only logical ones the child can ::'.lake in the light of 
the inforoation that he is allowed t o lr6C&iv.e in oany broken 
homes . 11

· ( p. 57) 

In addition , for the mother , the child could become c:.n 

cconomioal,soci al and cmotion~l burden - a r eminder of pnst 

f ailures and deficiencies , with the nother tending t o identify 

the child wit h ~11 the bnd nnd undesirable o.spects of the 

l c.t her ' s rac.:.lrnup. This i n t urn could pose fo r the ch:Lld: the f ea:r 

of being r e j ect ed a second tioe . This time by the nother, A~ 

the other extreoo he could be smother ed by the mother' s l ove 

with consequenti al harmful effects . One such effect being 

t hat the mother' s needs r a ther thn.n t hose of the child become 

the motiv~ting f actor s of the mother ' s behaviour. 

G.nrdner also points out other side- effects f or the child 

of e.. broken hooo . One in particular is the enba r.rassment 

caused by the probing of ot her children ; explain the absenee 

and wher elllbouts of the missing par ent and declare a pref erenee 

tor either. In trying t o answer these questions the child 

may f eel consider able guilt wbaat trying t o express his true 
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f eelinBs . 

Lerner (1954) describes ~spccts of the child's guilt 

'.'.rising from the desertion of the f ithcr . He descri b0s how 

pressure from the mother on tho elder child to fill the 

f ,thur ' s r ole in the f~ily c CUl rosult in the child ' s 

f!"L~t~sies of r euniting the pG.ren t s . Lerner i dentif i es 

sone corroll~ies of the child ' s guilt 1:i.nd ~xicty . 

"The mor e guilty the child f eds in hio belief t hnt he is 
tho c:.use of the f·:.ther' s le('..ving, the more he will oeek 
intim<.to bodily cont ·:.ct with the nother . A vicious circle 
c~ r esult , with the child tied pormmlontly t o t he nother ' s 
needs , <'.nd the mother turning to the child- p::trticulnrly the 
boy- t o o.:-.tisfy her longings f or dfoction. The boy cnnnot 
fill his f :.thers shoes . The r.10thor may dem~d th~.t the boy 
h~te his f i.thor nnd join with her '1gn.inst him. Tho child mny 
try to t[~C his f~ther 's pl , co ,but his inovitnble f nilurc 
ca.uses him to nccuriul:1te resentraent t o;nrds the mother '\nd 
secretly to idenlise tho f at her . His r esentnent towards the 
nother mny prevent him l~ter from turning t o ot her wocen ns 
objects of l ove . " ( p. 7. ) 

In Lerner ' s view t he loss of the f~.ther crmnot be m::de 

good . Ther e is no substitute or cxtern~.:.l help thr:.t can 

fully conpensnte . 

Herzog c.nd Sudie. ( 1968) f ound th·'..t existing dnt['. nbout 

tho effects on children of f athorl83snuss do not per mit n 

decisive c.nswer. They thought that ther e wns not ndoqunte 

evidence to indicate dramatic differences stemming from 

f ntherlessness per so . They found on the evidence thllt many 

f atherless boys a re r.ot l acking n Illl.le model t o the extent 

often assumed- especially boys in very low- income families . 

They r aise the question ns to whether an effe~lve mo.le model 

necessaruly has to be one living nt homo, Children can learn 
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undorr~tcd . Furth'-'r, th.;,r ·:r..;scrt, ·.10 ' :XO c ivi::.1::; t he wrong 

nJ.~t to tl10 qucr~-Cior:. uhon liO • I, l -
~~--' :Jow : :ach ..... ro c'.1ildron 

ncui :te t ho eff e ct of tho V;T.~ .1Jlc. ..:,if f .the r ll1s::;n..., 3;:: ".ncl .loo 

provitlo clu0s to r::cthods of <1L1j_r..::. :::i ~;.ir<; so:.:c ·:dv,:rcc ol J ::.:0nts 

·: tti tuclos ::r:d. grmcr'.'.l r :.:rso::: ·.:!..i ty (.\f th(; ;·::.oth~.;, r. They fou.11d 

th~t t oo often t hor o is t lw ·i; ~cit ··.:.istc pti )ll th :t :-.11 hrn- .v~ront 

11011.:s ;;.r e 11 good" h.OllOS, i n Ul1:i. cl~ f t210r0 '~f.'(.. ;;tr on5 : .:.1t} Z.OetlOUS
1 

-~11 }J""'.rc.nt~~l fu.'1ctions ·.ro sh-'J.1·c-~ , ·11L1.. clo:::ic-~mit h :r: 1~m.y 

pr0v·cilo . They point out t::c.:·.t v cr.;; f\,w otuclL,;:; c oL:p:'- "-''-' tho 

cff;:cts on c~1ildrer. 'J f t.,nsc ..... .::v.l co:nflict--riddcn tuo-p:'.rcnt 

h o!.\CS with t ho uffccts of !l ::~TI .::m.icus , wo l J. ori:;~.r:i :Jod one-

Glr~su cr o.nd N :cV:'.I'r9 (1965) in l ooking :~t t he s tructurnl 

pr obl c;.;.s f : cing ono-pr.ront fc.~ 1ilius concludad thnt ft.:-iily 

structuro ::10.y bC; scun .,_s r'. v~'.rin.bl0 i!1torvoning betwcon tho 

opportuni ty syctou. <md tho s oci.:1lisction process. They found 

thnt the f'.bsoncc of ono p~.ront c~ff ;ctod t ho tnsk,cor:nunicc.tion, 

pouor .'.'.!ld ~ffoction<'.l structures uithin tho nuclear f :mily. 

This in turn ~dversely ~ffoctcd t he f oni l y ' s ~bility t o 

fulfill its soci~l end pcrson~l functions . Tho r osult of this 

vm.s reflected i n low socio-ocononic st .'."'..tu~ Md its porpctur..ti9n 
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t h rough succcucl:Lnc (;'.' n0r :-·,tion::i . 

Both Go ;)'.10 (1956 ) u1d Pl.:lJ.t (1944 ) inv._ot iG'~ - t,_.c. ~·r:~ys by 

ir~1i ch childron \11:.?r" u so<..l. cons ci ous:Ly or uncoi1s cir_iu::;ly by 

P-.'-r"nts both cluring tho t.~ivo:ccc c 0nfl ict '!.Ed ::ftc r 1;;-.r.ds . 

Th;:; rcsul t ~: .:.;;i i n,..:vi t ·.bly d".:~:: . . gi:1g for th1... childr en . II01rov cr, 

Hc;rzog r:ncl Sudit: ( 1968). lfo finds th,~:t t he J iffor 011t type::; of 

v~ ·.ri ::i.b l0s o . G· p ~1·cnt- child r<.;l:ctionsl1ips , nvcd t o be; c ons ider ed 

r::·'.ri t:',l c onf li ct. L:.; f .:.;1..md t:: ·--.t th" re: io ovi1lcnc o t h: t t he 

i t sclf • I'foth\;rrJ t <., ndod to '.iOrry n,";)out t~;_._) ..;ff l. Cts Of d ivorce 

.::in th,.:; iy ch:'..ldr--..m ·but 9.loont c:.11 who rciY.rrie:d s ubc l;qucntly 

tl1ought t hnt t l:.oir chEdr on ' s lives h:ld L:provocl . I .,, -· 
consicldring t ho childr c11 1 s b.::h r~viour hG f ou.r1C_ t h _..,_t if t ho 

divorce wrw tr:::.1..i.::~".tic for t ho Hifo , them th(_; chilclron wo r e 

nore lil~o ly t o h<~vo G.t souo tir.m shoun bch::.viourr~l problons . 

Tho f o,_, lingo of t he child r en :-:bout t h8 ir f :>.t hor c.lso nff octod 

t hoir boho.vi our; tho onos who hnrdly know t heir f~~thor wor e 

lonst .ufoctcd , uhilBt t hose i;rho 2.lw~ys disliked hin , or 

loved hin l e ss uft or t ho divorce , w&ro nost likoly t o h .. '1.ve 

shovm beh~vournl prob l ems ~t sono time . 

Tho vi t nl poiilt Oietorging fr or.: Goode 1 s res nrch was the.t the 

nothcrs bcliov od tmt their children he..d bett er lives ns 

divorced children t ho.n t hey would havo had as children of 

Bnrit~l conflict. 

Nye· 1 s (1956) findings support this c onclusion. In c ompa.ring 
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children from ho~es broten by divorce ~ith those livin& in 

intcct but unhtJ.ppy hones he f ound thnt children froo broken 

hooos showed less psychosonc.tic illncss , lcss delinquency nnd 

better r cl ntionships rdth p8.I'ents than children fron intac t 

but unhn.ppy houes . 

Sprey (1969) in l ooking a.t th0 offocts of divorce on 

children points out: 

"Tho sn:i..11 nnd intin~tc n~turc of our nodern conjugal f nmily •• 
The r e l Qtionship between the parents nnd the children is, 
predict~bly , ~ deeply porsonnl one . Children ~xc a ssumed to 
love and r espect both parents equnlly. Ther e is no plnce 
t o hide in the modern fn.r:iily. Under such conditi ons. children , 
especially older oncs ,cnn be expected t o purticipnte intensely 
in tho divorce process ." (p. 47) 

Tho subsequent custody of tho child , therefore ,cnn be n 

raat ter of grc1.t anguish for a ll }:"lC.rties , with m ny people 

tending to under estizn.J.to the loy~l ty of children t o ~ 

po.rents . 

Sprey's conclusion is t h:J.t all judgocnts ~bout the effect 

of divorce on children depend cssenti~lly upon one ' s stnndn.rds 

of comparison. As a t ot a l c~tegory he found th~t children 

in homes. broken by divorce seen t o do bett0r trum those that 

ro-e 1.lllh.n.ppy but int act . However the sub-c[l.tegories of ' children 

of divorce ' may be so l urge n.nd complex cs to render the 

title meaningless for explanatory purposes. 

Dcspej:'t (1957) reiterat es the finding th.n.t the emotional 

climate of the family before the f nther 1 s. death or absence 

greatly affects t he child's reaction t o such n separation. 

Her exruninntion of a large number of cases l ed her to the 

conclusion that emotional divorce always pr eceded l egal divorce 
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:'.ncl t hnt t oo oft 0n childr un ' s oi:10t i onn.l disturb:i..nc:uu :'Io 

vi crn"'d i n the; licLt of the b r o:k 2lor1'; '·.ncl no t in tho lii:;ht 

of tLo up8e: ttir.g :i.nfluoncc o tllc:~t pr c ci .clurl t ho filv:.1 criois. 

Tho f rcth ,r ' ::.: deID rt ion , sllo f c. lt , c ould. 01; j_ntor pr-:::tul by n 

i n DosrY~ rt ' G v i ,;w, w . . s t ho c~Joti on.'.'..l clLr.t'-! of t l:.c fnui l y , 

:.nd tho o··:otiono.l nt:tur i ty of t J1c :.wthc. r ~.t t h e: ti~'. .1 of tho 

( 1968) n ck-.:::: :. d. otr~ih.c: s tur~y of th,JLH; r o."'. c tiom:: in chi l liron 

~-~g-:..d tr..r ~..::. t o fi vG. I{._; found t h·tt f or t ho L::-~j ority of chi l d.rel! 

::.t t tic :cgo divorco h;.s :.: signific:':.n!· inp~·.ct ".nd r .:: pr " srmt s 

c. mc.j or cris i s . Tho i n it i .... l pox iod of' uho ck is f ollowed 

by o.cuto dopr us::i i v v rc~·. ct ions . Boys , he f ound , showed ~ 

noro dr ciJ_:.::'..t i c chc..ngc of b uh::viour whi ch 17,:,s che.r 2.c t er isod 

by the ::-.brupt r ol 0·'.cc of · ·.cgrof.:ls i \~o .. '.ml l'.,.mtruct i vc f cc: lings •. 

The;: disruption of i dontif i c <'-tions .:.lro1'.dy i n r-ro coas ::-.ffect ocl 

b oys ncr c . Girls t ondod t o idc:'ltif y Hi t l1 sc l octod pa.thologica.l 

fc~turcs of tho nothcr. 

In l ooking .::.t. f :'.the rless childr en ( r:.11 fr.thors hc.ving boon 

n.bscnt f or a.t l orcst t wo y <;nrs) i n t ho nine-to-ol oven a.go group , '. 

Tnor10s ( 1968) found thc.t tho treque:nt assw::iption thnt boys 

would be more nff oG.tGd thc ... 'l'l girls wc.s n ot supported by her 

s tudy. 

The prob~ns of ~dolescents free broken houos hnv o 

nttrnctud souo interest. Molu' (1947) be lieves tha t 
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pre ndol c sccn t o.nd e 'U'ly cdol e s ccnt children t end to 

r c'.'.ct sre r ply t o t he inplic-tions of d1v orcP.. .\.s t his i s 

~ unst -Lbl o p0r i orl in t he 0Dotion1'\l l ifu of t h..; c llild. , he 

t onds t o be uns :irurc of hi n ~.dout lty . Ee i s quc.s t i oning hi s 

own c0Hp\... t 0nc 0 :.i1cl sc1f.:.. \1ort h ~'..l'lu ii.:: :1istruetf ul of tho 

·"'.tti t udos c:f othJ r s t ou.'.r ds hin. Nchr' s vi0w i s th.:-.t wy 

s orious :1 .. ri t:--.1 uisln n .. ony f or thv .!:;~~:::·c,nts ,~.t t hi s s t ,"'.gv of the 

child ' s d0v<~ lop~1ont uou l d undoubtedly i itt0nsify t hcs o 

pr obl cnn . 

Burchinn l ( 1968) i nvestig ·d;'"'cl t ho <.:: f f.:Jcts of divor ce upon 

s chool r ol:,tionships :'..nd porsorn"'.li t y ".djust;:-,cn t of n.dol c s ce nts . 

In his study he he l d t he f :c t or of s oci o-cc on o:li c cL.s s constc..nt. 

Th0 uc.in concl:·s i on w:-..s th :t -:dol c sc1Jnt s fron divor cGd f .'.'.r:tili-.s 

n.ppu-:i.r ecl to bo ·1t no gr c : t dis ·:clv · .... nt '-60 i·1hen co::1p '.'.r0d wi t h 

t heir cL:s::m'..t .:.. ::i f r on i nt ·:ct !:or.:.cs. He do0s point out 

iloucv or, th ·:t s on c.: c hil dren will suffer _;Xt T-.me tr"..UJ.1f'. 

boC'ltUJu of divorce or s e pnr '..tion Hi t h t ho r '-'sult th"..t t hoi r 

d0vclopn cn t ~·Till be ·l().v ..,r so l y .ffoc tt:cl, iic suggoots t h"..t 

r esc:trch nhould not focu o on th(; nus'~tivo ~ulu..,nces of divorce 

r .;.t hc r it should study tho pr oco:::isr.:s who r eby p.'.'.rcmts h;.vo 

n i nimiscd poss ible tra.ULui. fo r thui r chil dren .:md helped 

t hem .c..dnpt t o mm f DJ:Jily s i tud i ons . 

(3) Educ;.t ion. 

Ther e is e vidence to s uggest t ha t tho broken homo doos 

not i n i tself h...;.vo a de tr:imontul effe ct upon the child's 

achie~ont nt school. ~ru:::ipboll (1932) r eported t hnt the 

achiev ement quotients of children in sixt h nnd sev onth 

grades, from broken hones ,wer e un...'1.f f o ct ed when .:i.chiovmont 



24. 

is r cgn.rc10d. c..s ::i.c conplishment ovor a. pvr iod of yc.'.'.rs . 

Howev er sho did find s onG corrGl ·:!.tion boh;o,:1: the broken hor.io 

~.:n.d c:1nduct disordor8 . Sho : .lso found in :.:. study of s i xty -

f our boy s t h--,t their s chool wor k u.:>..s .--.ff0ct0d by th;. str oes 

of .:t broken hone but the position i!:.lp'.i'ovud lrhm t ho stress w~~s 

r-.~;.ov.;d . lfoit:·w r c onduct nor sc:1ool -~chiovon :nt s ocu::d 

t o be c.ff .::cted uhen t l10 child 11 ·.3 fror.: ~, ho;.:o of long-

Ifolly , t orth ·'.D.d Zinglo (1965 ) :-.rtd Krciskrg (1967) ~note 

probw ·. s inc e thoy bcl iGv ... t h .:.t the: lower cl asses lnvo n 

J:i t;h..:r i::tcidonc0 of l.'1.":J: :i.t (~l f :'.] lnro. Ill looking ,.,_t sixth 

gr-~dors' r e ·· .. ling .'1.c llievou.nt. K.:: il ly ,E 0 rth ''...'1.d Zinglc f ound 

t h::i.t , 1fr1en socio-oconoL~ics st:,tus w~~s c ontrollod , fC'.r~ily 

disrupt.ion 12or~ d i d not 11··vc r! unifor:..:. clolctorious 

eff cot . However, f '.'.:. ,i l y br\... '.k-up cl urine; th..:~ first throe 

y0:'.rs of s choo l b.'.d ...._ stri.k i ng u:ff : ct on ro::d.ing ".Chiav o,1ent. 

App.'.'.r t:ntly thi s conbin·'.ti ) Il of ;1isfor tuno oxce:oC.od t J.10 child ' s 

.~.bili ty t o :.1d:.'.pt . 

In loo.'. ing -,_t th~ ~spir~c-Cions of ht:.ob.'.'.ncllosa not hor s 

for the i r children ' s vduc t i on, Kr0isb0r g ( 1967) noted th~t 

t he ovi denco on whe t her childr en fr oD f el.th.1 r loss fo.i..:ilies 

suffor c.n och.~c :~tionr.~l h:.~adicc.p \T:-\S oquivoc2 .. l . This ai~~ion 

seo!!l.S to hwo , o:.".'i son boc :i.u so of t lw r.:o.ny V'1.ri:-~blos involved 

hed not been :~doqu.-:i.toly cont rolled. Ho f ound t hD.t l ow 

inconc c:.JJ.ong husb:'..Ildless nothors dopr t1 ssod t he mother s ' 

r.spir.'.l·cion s f or a ctua l yec.rs of inv olvcr;icnt ins ch ool affairs . 

Giv en ~doquate support, then, husbnndloss nothor s ~s a 

whole were c .. doqunt oly support ivG of the chil dren ' s 

Gducc.tionul c.chi ~venont. But , nt1 .. t uro.l l y in t he ho.rsh 
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condit i ons associ~tod with poverty,he f ound that the 

fatherless f amily is not as supportive of the child's 

educctionnl a chievement . It i s of i nterest t o note th~t 

Kreisber g found husbandless roother s , given f avour able 

circumstances , t o be more likely t hnn married mothers to 

value educc.tion and t o h2ve high educ 1.t i onnl aspirn.tions f or 

the ir children. 

( 4) Delinquency. 

As is t he cc.se with studies of educ.'.1.tion, the li ter.:i.ture 

examininc t he rel~tionship between sep!:Xntion/divorce and 

delinquency h~s had to be mi ndful of controlling the 

independent vnrinbl e of poverty. As Hunt (1968) has sa id: 

" •••••• divorce .'1.nd del inquen·oy l'..re both mor e common among 
poor er people, o....~d occur side- by- side , perhaps not so much 
as causo- lUld effect ns two effec ts of the same gener a l 
cause'! ( p. 286) 

The other consider2tion of importance is whether or not 

children woul d be mor e likely to becoce delinquent if their 

incompatible parents did not separ ate. Both Des pert 

(1958) D.nd Nye (1956) believe tha t separ ation mn.y , in roe..ny 

cases, be the most ndvllll.tageous outcome for the child.Despert 

r efers t o n study by Elmer of 18,000 de linquent children ; 

only one t enth of delinquent boys and about one fifth of 

delinquent girls crune from fnmilies broken by nctunl 

sepnro.tion ond &ivorce . Nye compared n large group of 

a.doles.cents from broken homes with r...nother lnrge group from 

unhappy unbroken homes . Ile found that the f ormer were less. 

oft en delinquent , were better adjusted to their parents ond 

had distinctly fewer psychosomatic nil ments . It would appear 
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t hon t ~1.-.. t t ho r u i o qui~: ~. strong ,::vidoncc t o sugg:.:.st t k·:c 

tho cc,ioti on::i.l c Ol flicts 1-i!.1icl1 :c,n ul t in :.:. --ri "t .'.l f '..'. ilure: >::12.y 

contrib-.it c; no:c<:: t o t h u cli i l 1:'.
1 G l~G linquoncy tl:.".11 t ho : ·.ctuc~l 

divorc e or sop~r«:t ion of t l·w p :r2nts . Ke lly ,lfo rth ,'n cl Zinglo 

( 1965) not e t h::-.t t ho rol:~tion of fr.::.-,ily clisrnpt ion t o c1ovi ::mt 

beh:-~vi our ::.r.y be .;. fun ct i c:1 of 

( t'. ) 1.-:.ck of i <lcntif i c :.tion noc'.cls . 

(b) porcoivod p~ront~! rej ~ction. 

( c ) 1 unst :--.bl o l10nos 1 

(d ) 1 cu otion, 1 1 l oss of support 

It n:cy TJG ll bo th :.t tho u orc subt l e e L.:ot i on.::.l r ol .ti onships 

within t h0 f...,_uily -.ro r os ponGiblo f or c l~ih'.. dc: linqu cncy 

r-.th ~r tl1.:.n ·my overt rl c linquoncics of th<:J p --.rents 

(Silvcn ir .. n ,-, 1935 ) \llv .. t shoulcl .'.'.lso be not x l is th:-~t f ::T.' ly 

disruption C..uring O".rly chilt'.ho of~ pro clu c os ct highe r i nciden ce 

of clcvia.nt boh~viour , (Glueck :>.nJ Glueck , 1952 ; Monnht>.n , 

1960) 

Tho study by Gluocl~ ".'..ndGlucck (1950) is gcner2lly r eg .:i.rclc d 

c.:::i tho firs t serious t'.tto:opt to lil<'. tdh v :--.ri.'.'.blos in o r der to 

dct o rDine tho corro l t'.tion of broken hone s with de linquency. 

A con p .rison of 500 persistently delinquent boys wns w,cde with 

500 non-delinquents. Ench p~ir we s nctchGd for ngc , ethnic 

dcrivntion, gcnernl i ntclligEmd0 n:nd r esidence in cconomic~lly . 

undo~privilcged n.rc~s. They did in f .:i.ct find tha t sep~..rction, 

widowhood nnd divorce·W0·reoore likely to ch..~rnctorisc the 

fClilili es of delinquents thnn those of non-deliJt:q,uetlt~. Sprey 

(1969) in revi ewing this study pointed out that one would 

~rdly expect f nnily dissolution to be nss oci~ted with nn 
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inpr ovenont in concl'tl.ct, ospecially when conparinc; br oken 

nnd intact f nnilies c.s t ot nl cnt egor i os . He points out that 

studi os which c o;__1 pn.r e differ ent c2.t egories of clivorced 

f nnilies or be t ween divorced f anilies ~nd int ~ct but unhappy 

ones would be oor o hel pful in under s t n.nd ine the r e l a tionship 

botwcon p::.r ental sopc.r a tion encl c1clinquoncy. 

Both Wootton (1959) mid Wynn (1964 ) h<we exanined the 

si tuat:ion l'.S it applies in t ho Uni ted Kin[Sclou. Wootton 

concluded t ha t t ho evidence connectin0 (~elinquency with 

broken hones waa extrenely i opr ocise , bc.sed on E'. c;r oat 

vari ety of definiti ons of the 1 br oken hone ' and on 

off enders of nany (e.nd oft en unsta t ed ) agos. Wynn f ound. 

that juvenile del inquency in the Unit ed Kingdon iS: nor e 

cl osely corre l at ed with poverty than wi th anythine else . 

She not ed t hat whilst one ni ght expoct a boy who l acks the 

guidance of a f ather t o De l'. [;Teat e r de linquent risk, 

~lrliheless a very inade~uete f c.ther a t hone oay be 

worse than n one a t all. 

~oby (1957) f ound iihat girls and pre-D.dolescents. (of both 

sexes) fron broken hones are nore predisposed t o be 

influenced t owar ds delinquent behaviour than g:ixls and 
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,. 
pre-:~dolcsccnts fror·: intr.~ct hom~s . On thG ot hor h'"'..nd th0r e 

wc .. s no n.pprocL:bl o r ol :tionship h0tue. '1 broken hones .'.Ulcl 

c1olinquoncy r..rnmg ·.clvl0r-Jcc,mt :·:·-..l us . His 0xpl:.:n:'..tion for 

this ,,._ .. ,ci t~;,J; t hv "\"IGll intcgr .. te;cl f~~:-lily usu:.lly givos 

:f'iruer sup.:.rvision f or girls .l1cl pro- -.c1oL:sc~:nts th'.'..n 

.".cloL :sccnt ::..· J .os . I f t L.e f :.;_dl;-,r s i·.ouhl co;·_so t o bG iIOll 

intc gr.".tocl , :-,s in th0 c,-:se of v·.rur~ts scp":r .-.ting, then: tLis 

conp ;.r 'Ct i vc ly fir: 1ur sup0rvision f or i;irls " .. nd :pr .:.:- r:d ol osconts 

r el ,'....\:od ' ;rd tho ,;;rotoctivo S~!icl:1• is clr.'.)ppoc.1 . This r c"sul ts in 

the : .ore positivo r0l ~t i c~1ol~ip b-..: t;ro.;u brol~-.::r. lwncs :'.nu .· 

delir..quoncy for girls :·.nd pro- "....lo l oscc:nts tr.i..1.n is tho C'1.SO 

for ''-'lol cscont boys. 

Kli~.! m ( 1968) r~:porting "'· sh:. ~y by Gregory ( 1965 ) found 

t h '-t ·-.nong girls th(.; highest r :-.. t, .. s of c1vlinqucncy occurr1.,d 

in s op:• .. r:~t ,,d or divorced fr.n ilios p.".rticuL:rly in f '."1J:i.lios 

whore t hD gir l s liv:.:: uith f ::thorc only . I11 the c :.se of boys 

houever, r· .. t c: s of <10linquc:1cy uor o qui tv nv'..I' to ~'.vor,.,,co if 

they ~roro living ui th the i r f ·~th.,;r only but '.r"r o tho highest 

if thc-y wor e, living wit h tho ir ::i.othor only boc~uso of 

sopnr:~tion or divorce . This wr:.s f ound t o corrobor.,,te: the 

Gluocks 1 findipg thr .. t p2.t ernc..l ~ .. bsonco i s oor o cri tic.:il tho.n 

oc.tor n '"'.l nbsence i n the dcv ol op!Junt of juvonilo (~clinqucncy 

in boys. 

( 5) Sono Effocts of Divorce and.Sop~....r . .,,tion on Hot hcrs . 

The litor~ture to bo r eviewed undor this honding will include 

sono considcr -'.'.tion of r enurrif'.go end problems 3ssocint od '·1ith 

o othors ' health and onpl oynent. Tho ~vc..ilnblo liter a ture 

on those t opics i s compo.rutively small when cor.1p.'U'ed with that 
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denling with tho eff ects of f ~ th0rlossncss on children. 

Go odo ( 1956) h ·..n point . .otl out t h:-.t our (.xi sting kinship 

institutions do not ;.~rtlco provisic.:n frJr the cousc:qu~nccs 

of clivorcc ui thin their s tructm-..: . 3y v irtu-- of t h0 f ,"'.ct 

th·~t th\.. r J :_'.r G no _pr ovisions \Illich uould ..::.llow t Lt.. divorcee 

t o Jl:-.ly _,;~sily t he ::Jot hor rolo out:;i1~0 L"'..rri ··{Sc:: , the 

inst i tution:;l p·: ttorns thcr ,:f or (.; cro ··t o pr ossur,;s t O'IT::.r(l now 

r.1 -..rri "'.gcs . 

Rt,;-1:'.rri ·.r:;u i•~ possi blo of couroL' only fo r tho3o L~othcrs who 

.:.>.r o ci.ivcrccrl . Sprvy (1969) poirts out th':t t:ivorc.x: p._·1,plo 

·:r o raor..: li~rnly t o r oL• ·.rry ti:'.n L· H~1c:r si n;;lc or ui do:rv<l. 

i :1tlividu·:.lG of tho S 'U.:'.C ·,go , But for thc. wooon in f·1.,.r::itl:.n1 D 

:::~ ·pl o , only .,_ s :1"'..ll }E~oportion G<:..~ rJ:::·'.r ,·i :.go ~.:.:• -~ solution 

t o tlLir probL:.:::i . I n f"'.ct .'.:'.. qu -.rt.::..1· of tl:,, ::!oth: .. rs h -.d. o 

r .. rm friend , but h ·!lf s~:ic'I. tht::,· ~1cv.;r r.1!.:. t .'"'~1y non. I.l..) roints 

out t ·:t-a. ;:1othC:r' :::i ch"'..11 c ocr r ::~~·-..rri~gs dr ops s!i. :r ply . .ft-.r 

tho ::.go of thirty, In r.:2.'l i ti er!., t~1;J wonon , i n ccn0r~~1, 11c r o 

w~.ry of r .. :..1 '.".I'ri ·g c both for t l:c r·~ '!o • ins .Jf childr e n 1 s ueu:-i.l 

hostility to n new r c l ·:tionship ".nd , ill sc'-''-- c ·-.s os , the: : etuC'.l 

f in ;nc in.l clet orront of f orfoi ting i r.1coi:10 fr on ll(~tion::l c ssist['.llco . 

E:my \'TOD.On wor e wr.ry of losing thc:ir c ontrol ov,»r finc..ncos 

.:.nd t he:ir gcn'-r c..l 3Cnnc of independence . M.-:rscl cn found thc.t 

tho uooon preferred t o postpone L!':.rri.:i.go , on tor n n orc c "'.sily 

broken co;mon-l:!W n~ri.'.'.go , or t .~J:o n co.rotul'.13' chosen r.clc 

lodger, 

In cxanining the wonon in his study who hnd r e;:i,'.rricd, 

Goode (1956) found thnt three quc.rtors thought their children's 

lives Herc bettor c..t the tine of the inturvicw thnn during 
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th<) l•r .w.i.ous D".rii :~u , :-.n<l -:.n .:ddition'll 15% tho'..lght t h~.t 

.. t • , .• , ~ 

..., ....,_ .. \,.i . 0:;-ily 8 % tliCi.lght t h '.t 

t hc,ir c:1ild.r on ' s l i v03 h~.d b v C O!.lt. Hor o0 . Fror1 this uVillcr:.co , 

st-..p f o::t to~cir chil <~r.::n . But 1 .. n th ..... , vi<1onc o of both 

i nt,n .. tls to ~·o:J.<:rry f --.i r l y soo:.. .. ".ft. r !1. r rlh rorco . 

'I'h,) hue.1th of the solo uoth.,r ~1 '.~ ··.lso ;.;;:.:'J:ino(~ by H :radon , 

J.:.:iong his a_.-,_· pl o ho f ound , :._t the ti::m of t r-..:: i nt .... rvi0w, th~'.t 

ov...:r ~ qu·:.rt0r hc2. s uf'f ...: r . .::d ' n .r v uuo bru·:ldo1ms 1 -.. n u. '"'.t l e.:-.s t 

on<..: in nin0 h ·:d c. ·.clu :m icic'tc ."!.tt1.;~ pt8 . II -..lf th..:. .. otl •. , r o still 

suffc:rc<~ fro:.1 boutn :.>f 1.'oprou~,.;o!'l ,- 1 qu-~rtcr coripl.:.ine: ". of 

tirc~nvGG '.ml C! t .... ;1ti1 \ :..:. r e still on pi n s , usu~lly t r-mquiliscr s . 

Ht .. L'.l SO founr~ t h "!.t '.loost h:'.l f t'. !C :1ot he;r s , r.:cny of WllOD lnd 

C'.:';:iplot "lJ l ost t cuch 1·.r i t h th:: i r husb"r,d s t i ll h c..tl ::'.. sense of 

lon[ing for hi n. 

Tho probl ·.;us f o.c ine h'or kinr; r:othur s i n Br i t o.i n c..r o oxa.oinud 

in c:0t r.i l by ?uilldn :.:ncl Hol r.i0 ( 1963). They foun<l. t h n..t in the 

c~.so of f~-/t;h0rlcss f .::.;.:il i0s the systou of pc.yu0n t s ".nd 

;.'.llom~ .• "1.ccs Y Q.3 f ull of nn0Li~li0n · nd hn.rclships . Further, they 

noto\l the .1 hypocrisy ' of s oci et y ' G c:tti tucle in th~t gon or :'.l. 

opinion w.s , on t he uholo , opposed t o uot h e;rs of dependent 

children g oi ng out t o wor k yot solo ._.others uer e usually 

praised f or doirj.g a o. Tho defini tion of l vr~ing a ot hers ' of 

course r uqui r cscn.ro ; as tho nuthor s point out. u. pu.rt-t ino 
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job f or .: so l o no thor ::;u pj?ur tj.nr_: ". t mJ l -v-o yc-.r ol cl is v ery 

dif fe r ent f r oi 1 thl; f ull-ti:10 o .p l oy-_1cnt of ~'.. s.:-.10 uotlw r 

su p1)orti11g t :!:-.i.ruo child r en u n-k r t ho ':..gu cf t en . 
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(1) Eot hod of .:";stc.blisl1D.-.;nt. 

Tho c;:;,; .. plo for this st·:;i_dy w:rn obtc'.inc:cJ. ·.ri t h ti~, c; co--op-

- or ,"'.tion of the.: Soci<'.l i·!c;lf ·- .rc., D1Cp::rti::u:nt '.·ii th whon 

nogoti~.ti ons b0gan in Jt:.ly 1971. It 1es d,)ci.:lvd th"ct t he 

procoduro should b0 2.S f ollous: 

a l c tt1Jr (Appcnclix B) fr on t ho Ch '.in;:.'.\.11 of tho 3ocit'.. l 

Security Counission ( clr :'.ffo c~ in coll :-'.b o:r.'.· '.t :i.on c'li th the •iri tor) 

wont :iout t o n.11 woncn in P2.L 1or s t on North :--.nd district 

r c coiving c i ther c.. c1.or.hJStic purposes benofi t or ~- r:.1.osortod 

uifo 1 s benefit inviting then t o p·'.rtici p:".t o in tho survey • 

.1'1. t tho ti:::o t ho l otte r W(:nt out t her e uor o n:i:1p:roxli-:i.:i. t oly ono 

hunc~rocl ".ncl f orty .. fi vo uoncn in this c:.'.t cgo ry . ;,_cc onp,"nying 

the lotte r mi.s n f orn t o be c or-,rilctocl by thoue bonofici ::.rics 

who Wishocl t o pc.rticip.'.'.. t e i n tlK, survey (Ap:ponc1.ix C) Mel :. 

st ,:npocl envel ope c:.cldr (:ssod t o tho writ ~ r . Through t h()SC no::ms 

tho Dcpc.rtnent preserved cor.·.pJ.e te c onficlontio.li ty by not 

o.i vulging the n.::.nos of benoficircric G t o c.."l un.'.1.uthoriscd person 

."'.nd a. group of people wer e identifie d ·'.'..S wishing to p~ticipo.te 

in the survey ( once they h:-..d conpleted c.nd r ·Jturnocl the foro) 

The l e tters a.nd torns were despatched to tho wooon in e2.rly 

M.:::rch 1972 o..nd forty.seven responses wore r eceived . Of these, 

forty were selected for inte rview. Tho seven not incl~ded 

were wonen who did not f D.11 within tho sop:::i.rded/divorc ed 

ca t egory. Interviewing began in n id-Ma.rch 1972 r..nd wa.s 

coopletod by nid-June 1972. 
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'l'ht.,ir <'.'.g ..: s r .~ng0d fron nin0t0cn t ,l fi fty ..on,; ye ~.rB , the; !.:c '..Il. 

b c:i.ne th.i:tt;',r four y.:; .r:; . T\l .. 1-.ty G v on >:-e r •.:: ::icp".r t vcl ( j_nclut1..ing 

1-..g".J l y ocp~-..r ,1t.:d ) "11,1.. thirteen u~rc divorc,:.l . Ti10 nuub0r 

of c b.il dr·.::n 1·, • f~ily r .".ng,_,d fr .>::. 0 !1'-' (in fh· .... c ·'.n._:::) t o 

t en (in onc c~o .... ) 

of one hurnlr~d .. n,l .:::icLt c l:ilclr-:.D , _ f '..!rtliDl' ti10 : ty ..si:: 

ir:.vine gr o m up ~n'l l eft hc: .. 0 . On,_, t Lird of tho chil<lri....n 

hone w :s '~uo.st ni n e- ye '.r:: . 

Of the f c rty r .., :-.,ponr:t,_,ntG, tl~ty s .... v vn liv._·1_ in P ~L:_;rst.n 

r 0 rti: . By -=.i v i C.inc; th-. city roughly into f our , onc f ·tu :'.1.. 

tw lv0 in th'- '.i'::J:-:-.r •.) qu".r t r, l-1 :.v .. .m in t:i~ Uv::>t S::J qu--.rtvr , 

r.i nc i1: th1 T...:rr ·co Er.,l - Roslyn qucxt1...r --.r.cl five i :1 tlh) 

.::ikouhi tu qu~.rt or. Of t he r ,_, ~:--.inine thr0.:... , two u ...:r ~ fro~• 

Fcil diniZ r::r:.d one: fror..i ::. rur;1l :.rc.n . 

Tho tir..ic of sDp ~r :·.tion fron th0ir husb .'.'..rn: s r .'.ine.:1d frca 

two nonths t o s0vcnt .0n ancl ·"'- h~'..lf y0.:;rs. Thirty-fiv0 p-:r 

con t had bc0n sopro-".t ud f or over s ix y i....:-.r s ~nd 3o/o h..~d bo::n 

scp.."'.r o..t otl for un.l c r tuo yonrs. Tho ucc.n tlur.t ion of s0p~r.".tion 

for cll wonen was just over f iv.:i yc1rs whil st tl10 ::;en.n dur ntion 

of o::rric.go prior t o sepn.r c.tion w::i.s s ev en c..nd n hc.lf yco.rs. 

Tho r c.ngc of o '."..l'ri:'l.ge dur.'.'.tion w.:i.s fro:.i on e nonth to eight een 

ye~rs. Alooat h::!.lf (ninet 0on) hc.d boon uo.rri0d for s ix ycc.r s 

or nor e 'b<.:lfaxo sep.:ir~tion. 
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( 3) C onnent 

.b. so.:Jplc of forty people would bo to8 suo..11 t o be 

consj.d0rud reprasc:ntntivo of ruiy group of divorced or sop:J.r gtod 

wooen, w:b.;~tovor selection procodurus ucre used. It woulcl 

h;-.vo bo~n inpro.cticul for one p.;r son to kwc f'.ttm:aptod to 

interview '~Oru pvO}llO in tho hope of obto.ining l1 grc.:itor 

ol cncnt of r eprt:scnt.J.tion. 

Houovcr, by its vory scll:ction procuclur u , this s·:.nplo 

h:io ch.::.r actcristics which should be noted. .Firstly, tho 

group was solf- solocting. '!'ho kinds of bins this 

introduced ".rv tlifficul t to nssoss . Judging froo the 

hotcrogc1wi ty of the group who did r espond it would be 

difficult to s -:c.y with prc:cision w~:ethcr or not thor o were 

co;;i1 .. on f :ct ors d .. ~t;;rr,ining whoth .)r the wonon would or would 

not respond to the invi t::-.tio:::i to p.~.rticip:i.to i n tho survoy. 

N-:.rs!ten (1969) w.:-1s t o find. th".t widows, the n divorce8s , 

h<'.'..d the highest r esponse r :itos. Next cr'.r~c scpnr·1tcd wiv(:S , 

f ollowcC: by unot>.rricd oothors . This sunplc thc:n, is 

pro'Jo.bly doo.ling with tho ' oiddlc order' r e sponders. Tho 

response rctc wus sonowhn.t l ower than Mnrsden ' s , 32 .5% ns ago.inst 

39 % (to his first l etter) He found thc t of the wonon who 

did not participate , the l a rgest group consisted of raothc r s 

who hnd had tho least happy r ol ntionships with N • .A..B·of£icio.ls 

or officiv..ls of other orgruriootions . Other re~sons he found 

included f our of •snooping" and interference r nther thon help. 

Other uooen had been just too disorgc.niscd to reply, sooc 

r e s ent ed an intrusion into their priva cy nn.d othors ooy h.'.lve 
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been too npo.thetic or disinterestod t o bother. 

Of those who did r eply,JVI;1rsden found th.:.t about a third. 

intervievrnc1 s :::id thoy wCTlt cd to help others in their 

si hintion. The noxt l c.rg3st gr')Up consisted of nothors 

uho ropliod '.l.utooc.ticCllly t o cu1 of fi cio.1-looking do cUElont or 

they roplied to show that thCJy h'.1.cl nothing to hide. S o:10 

r opliod bocnuse they wer e dosper::i.te for help. 

Tho second ch.::.r c.ctoristic tr.1.P.t should bo notod of this 

sanplo is thn.t nll the wonon concerned wore receiving 

a st~tc benefit. There no.y be o. r e l c.t ivoly l['Igo , e.nd nlnost 

unidGntifio.blo group of wooon who 1:.ro cli vorcod or sepo.re.tod, 

supporting childron, <cnd tota:lJ.y dependent on a privnto 

onint ono.nco 2greenent with their husbrmd for support. This 

study docs not purport to give infornc.t ion on thnt cntogory 

of divorc0cl or sepo.rn.tGd wor!en who are not supporting children 

or who nr o supporting childr en ontirely on t he ir own incono 

or frou sono s ource other than tho stnte. 

Tho ext ent t o which thisstc~e group is o. useful r e present­

- nt ion of divorced or sepnr nt ed wone n supporting children uust 

be assessed in t erns of how it cen given an indic :.tion of the 

true si tuo.tion. Marsden pointed out tha t •:his group of one 

hundred and sixteen inEngland could only hint at whnt the 

true s .ituo.tion wns, e;nd the kinds of problens this co.tegory 

of people f o.ced. Eq_u.nlly this would o.pply to the present 

study. Neither the Social ¥OJ.faro Depe rtnent nor the 

Statistics Department were ~ble to provide national 

statistics on women receiving deserted wives benefits 
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or clonostic purposes b ... m0fi ts ~'ltJ.ich ucul l <:ss iot in ::it'.king 

i'Torth ':TO!..~.:.n HGl't.; cJf tllc nr'.tionf'.l gr.!t~p . It c~'.n only be 

of thin kiu8. . It shn,;.lj_ rnt b;.. Ul.r~ .a-.~ ... ·~bl; t o ,_;:;suu\:: , i;b:.n , 

.':'.. guide; :for fu r rcul·'.t int; ~ b0tt0r unlL:r:.;tru:dirig of ·ill f :.thorlc ss 

f r'J.,ili.JG Mfoctud by s e::p:.r:ctior. or divorce . .u.11. 0lon0nt 0f 

birtS nnst be inuvi t·-.":Jlu in ". oi t u '.tioP. whor·., one is corulotol y 

dopenclc12t en tho co-opor~.t::..on of nti10r:.; for tho g.'.thGring o f 

inforoc.tion . Thor o would h· .. v.:. boor. little pu:i'.'posc s .... rvc<l in 

t o identify theG thr• .ugh so:"') ,thor source. 
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di.Jl1\Q'JSTIG,_TI01'1 OF TI£ g,_usms OJ' r:L%'1LGE FJ .. ILURE. 

C':'..usos i J.cntifi;::cl by thu ~-ro~en f or i·1. :.rri '-fS•-' f ·'.i lur::.: wor o 

::i.ttributc d t o 2. v:·.ri0ty cf f · .ct ors . !:ow0v0r f ·)Ur f --.ct ors d i d 

01 :1.. r g .._ :~s tho :·.ost pr o: .in1..nt :nc: r'..ll wer L- ..... t t r ibv.t ,.,.bl0 k 1 

tho 1lll3b 'l<t:' s b~ln.viour . 'I'hosJ "li-:Jr e : .,,xco:mi vc d-:r-i~ing , 

n.:-.ri t -i infidol i ty, f ;.ilurc t o pr oYi .:0 sur'ficiont fi 11:i1co ·m tl 

viol &nco or CI'1l01 t y t o tho wife or chililr .... n . 

:.. t ot :-.1 of ?ofo of th<. w.::...-.n oont ion od. t heir husb '.nd 1 s 

clrinldng .'.'.s ~ contribut ory c ·'.ur:i-, of tho !:·:rri' GC cro.-. .k::loWJ.t. 

In nin~·t o -);. of th0..:;c c-....s0s t h0 l:usb~.n~ 1 s excess i ve clrir.king 

\~OLin .L c~ ell ot b :;r c on s i d. t: r ·.<;i.-1:8 :'..l.'1d couL'.. 0nl y bo d0scr i bod 

_._s rui nous t o t l:c. !."'. : rri .;; . i.n tit<. ~:·;,,s cf t h,; rm;1cm. In -"'-11 

but ~i1rco of those: c· •.s 0s, t i.10 h ... '.V Y .:ri :.kii15 r ..::su l t .__ l i n 

v i c l cacu :..;.- C:. cru"l t~r t "'' .r .1d t~1..; .ot !l';r . '.~1": chiL'..r0r. . In the 

r<JL\~ining nine c;.sc s it u.~s su."ff.i.c i 1.J!:1t l y '--' :zc.;;;,:;ivc t o c-.u:sc: 

lr.r .lship to the oth._.r u .... :.b_:..·s of t h0 f :;.r.ily . F 1.iluro t o pr ovi lo 

:-.dqu'1.t0ly f or t ho f :.-.r.i l y 1'1.'.1.S :·w nt ion vrl by 52. 5% :.n d c ru0 l t y t o 

wif c <"'..nc./ or childr en w~,s ::cr.tion -.:c: by ox"1.ctl y 11.-....1f of t he 

not hors. N;·.ri b .l inf i d.oli t y on thu pr.rt of t ho husb ·;.rHl wo.s 

nont ioned by 55 % of th0 ooth...: rs . 

Tha r o the n f cllowec.1 n v o..r i d;y of ot he r c-.iusos oontion&<) by 

~.'wo!tlc~· .which· u±U be clo s crib oc1 ir. or (1.0r of fr<Jq-.~oney. In 

a ll c r.s 0s Yher o t here ucr c !J. ~_rri:1.t;os of nixecl r nc i n l or igin 

(22 . 5%) tho nothers no.nod this fnct or cs a contribut ory onuse 

of onr i t o.l f '1.iltU'G o.l t hough s ooe go.v o it stronger cuphnsis 

thon others. 

1..nother 22 . 5% s nit!. t he i r husb{'.llds uer o unnbk t o persever e 
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in <'•nY one ~'.:inc of 1..::c.r1loynent f or v r.::ry 10~1g . Thi:> work 

inst;:'.bili t y us uc:.lly ~ \;r.nt th:.\t e xninGs fluctu :t c::c: :-.nd thor0 

1rer0 frcquont ;1ov..Js f or t l10 fru:iily . Thvso r.u v os n ··'.tur.,lly 

upset tho continuity cf ...:duc '.·.tion f ur t ho c l:ildr c.m but , r ~oro 

not ico:-.bly , t h::. 1ro::.10n foun<~ tl10:...: .~. c•mt:lt :::nt s o;_n·cG of str::in 

.'.'.m '.. .,_nxi r..: ty f '.S thuy m:r 0 oftcnpre@iM't "'.t tho ti!:.!G of nov i ng . 

Trouble with tho l -:v1 nr.s : ;o~honc.J'l by 20/b but i n only 

one c :·.sc h -:1 tho husb;.P.d continue•: ui th :-, proJi;r · ~ct od. porio:~ 

the 
of i upris orn c, t <'.nc/1nL"1 h,~c', stoo·'. by ~1i:--: only t o bcco~10 

clivorcod ·"-t '.'. L .ter ,l:,t c . On t~1c othe r h--n~·. in only ono cr~so 

h·:·: ~ ti.le htwb'.'.r:.•1' s i :·2prisoru:.\0nt boon t he. s oJ.c C".USC of D'.'.ritrol 

' :nrri0c'.. t oo young ' , :-i.n.~ ' i rlc -,ls wor e iliffori..mt, 1 !his 11"'.st-

:ocnti~noc'.. c ·--.t ogory covered t :1e kinc'..s cf si tu ·~ti ·Jns uhor o 

tho uot h'-r f c l t h2r t nriilytss ccir.l stntus u :-.s super ior to 

her ( ox) htwb~cl• rJ.. the: r ovorso ir~.s not ~-.cntioncd. ) or whor e 

she f ol t h c.;r int e lligence c.nc/ or er1uc · ~tion U-.'.S superior t o her 

(ex) hush:md.•·s . Hence o.n inc:bili t y to shr.r o c orn :on intollcctun.l 

inter est s . ThG 'l.:ccJ: of CO!:.:.nunicC1.ticn 1 c:·.tG.;ory t e nded t o be 

a nn.nifosto.t ion of tho l~ttcr st~g~s of u~it~l f nilure. In 

five out of t he si~ co.s c s of 1 n~rrio~ t oo young ' tho nother 

oentionc::d dth.1.il she wns prcen:~t c.t tho t ioo of her r:J.c.rri':'.go . 

In two cnsos t he nothc..rs wor e pr egnant t o o.nothc r onn. They 

di d not see this ns contributing to the subse~uent failure of 

tho oo.rric-.ge . 
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Fl.VO ~·otll''"" ·(l? 5c1~ ) r·c·•n t "··1- · .. l 1 :1 1··1 n 1 ,_ l1 C ....... V ~ ~ ) "- • / ' • .J, ~ J.- ~ ... ) .Lt... .. •·• -L \ - - V • 

tcgother 1 ,:-...r1cl 1 husb: .. ncl i: ~:.. ... tur;) 1 , 1rhilst f ·:,ur ( 1050) blOLieiJ. 

th,; i r hus bc.11c"!.s f".H uro t c ·.sr:::i.s t -;1i t h t hu :1ousch'..>l L!. -.1u tL .. s 

1 s ocir.l incv;.:p.:>..tib :~lity • 1 o·· .pl oy:.:;.)nt t ,:i0k hiL. :_i.U''-Y f r o:_ ho::.:e 

t oo ;iuch ' c.ntl ' :~0thor-in-lur troublo ~ T':;o ',mr.ccn o-:ch (5;t;) 

: :cntion the: f 0ll owi nG C<i.US,.:s : ' husb~.nC. ' s bus in0ss worri .·s', 

1 hus b·:nd coul c.1- Eot t ol cr .:>:tc t L::: chil:~ron ', ' husbc.nd h'CL!. no 

i nt vr ost in the.. chi l c:rc!11 
, 

1 husb''.~:d ' s oxccs s ivo cr.nblinc ', 

1 husb ::mtl se l fish', 1 .1ishoncst ' 'unr clici.blq 1 i r r e:spo!1si bl o ' ~c:. 

'husb.:>..nd pl c..y0c1.. in c.. brux1 . • 1 One w ::.w.n :1crt i ·::!Lt1- ' cliffc ront 

inte r e sts • ~J enc :_:.nt ioned ' ~1usb 2...:.1c1. t oo old ' as contributing 

cu.uses . 

Bc.:>,ring in ::ind thC'.t t he cnusco ~ontionecl ".bovc irnr c v olunt-

.. ear e d by the ~;other on t ho spur of t hc nou c;nt in r~spono to n 

quostionf one wi ght r oc..sona,bly essuno t hnt there wor e other 

unocntioned cc.uses that wor e oith or over l ooked or were t oo 

deeply pcrsonol to be volunteer ed. It is siffnificnnt to note 

th.c.t a t the eo.rly stc.e;e of tho int e rview (when this question 

was a sked) not one nother gcvo ns n r eason for the nnrringe 

f ailure a f ault of her own(npart fron nnrrying t oo young 

nnd the obvious wrong choice of pcrtner.) Alnost at the end 

of tho interview n s econd r e l a t ed question wc.s asked ns follows:-

1 do you t h.ink there were f a.ul ts on both sides trot l e d to the 
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bruc..k-up of th~ L :.rri ''.0C.? Hore: t ho r ospor:.sv s howed r .... .-,,cl in.:.:ss 

t o lldnit f'ailurc by s 0: :r, of tl:.:.i ot hc;rs . Ow~ :._:i c ht np0cul::to 

thct the r ospon::w t o :-. quust ion bore n. otrona r ob.tlonsllip t o 

its fr :.r .ing or t h-:t by t h0 c onclusi on of t he i n terview t he 

no t hor u wor e ;·:uch l orw , i_,~ fonsi vu :cml i .or e: i ncl i m.)r1. t o bo 

fr,n.nk with tho i ntorvk1;or lr.vinG ·-.lrv/':.y tolcl hio in de t '.il 

her fo.: .ily oi tu '.ti on . Thv f -:ct r c __ ."'.im; t h ... t 65% subsoquvnt ly 

.'1c1nittu1 t o n. v -:-.ricty of f c.ults . So;-..:o wor e t he fo.ul ts th:·.t 

one ui ght cxpoct [1.Ilyono t o n_(1.::J. t t o if pl -:.coc1. in ".. si:Jil·:r 

s i tuci.tion . Thos e uDr o sor:c typic~l --x c..: .pl cs : 1 by not boi nc 

subr.. iss i vo I ::n.y h~.vc invitee. t r ouble 1 , ' I sl:wul ,_ k .vo :Jtucl'.: 

up for LY ric;hts - I W".S inclin .... ·1. to c ivc i n ta ~1iD f or tho 

G:kc of pc·'.co 1, ' pc r h.:.i.ps I put t h0 chilcl r on fir s t by not 

r.ccmlp'.ll'lyin(S hi n t o tho pub in tlk ov cmi ngs ' • So.:..o of t ho 

r:.othcr G f ol t t h·.i.t in r c.trospoct t !1oy -.::,['.y ht'.VC bc.-.:n inclinocl 

to put tho c hil(1.r on firLJt but t hey f e lt t h.''.t t ho c.lt.:;rn ctivo 

\-roul c". hn.v c boon c1.isMtr ouG boe:.~us u of t he husb.::nr.l 1 s irrsponsib-

ility •· Ono r:.ot hc r felt t ;1<Ct s he : :.n.y :r-.vc been t oo J.ull f or 

her husbt'..nc.1. Anot her fol t t .-:r. t t hey l oot _:_'1.tor ost in o :cch 

ot hcr r.ml just erow c.pnrt. One f e lt t h ..... t p0r he.ps :;ho h:-•.(l 

boon t oo s.:msitivc o.nd c:-ts ily upsct·,by ev ent s . L::i.ck of p.::.rcntD.l 

t onching "'.bout sox rul(l eeacr c.l i gnor ".nc o .".bout u".I'rif".ge wns 

nontionoc''. b;-7 :-..not ,er. Ono s ;>.i c: i t U".S .... 11 her f nul t be onuse 

she hn.cl br:'.ins enough to lmow not t o ::nrry hi;J but diC. it in 

dof1n.nco of hor f v.t her. Anot h0r s ni c". she h:'..d been hooesick !or 

her m;other in tho e !.rly stages end t his h::-.<1.. not he lpccl Dllttcrs. 

Five uothors a.c'\ci.ttocl t o wh.c.t n i ght o;:iow1t t o n nnj or 
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aha.re of the blllDe . One thought ohe wns hard to get on with, 

n.nother so.id she tended t o ' mother' him because she h~d brought 

up a large family of siblings . Another who h,'"d br ought up her 

own siblings s o.id she was nagging,, bossy end pos sessive. A 

f ourth 5a.id perhnps she t a lked t oo much whil st the fifth so.id 

she simply did not love her husk.nd at the tioe of mnrrio.ge . 

At the other extreme seven mothers felt they were so 

oooplet ely t he wronged party that nothin5 they did or did not 

do could have EID.Y.€d the situation. Two of them married hecvy 

drinkers but hoped they could chnnge their husbcmd 1s habits. 

Both husbonds subsequently beco.ne Glcoholics . 

~: In this section tho word 11'Cf!.uscs" is used in the s ense 

th~t they wer e co.uses of IJlU'r inge f o.ilure in the view 

of the women concerned . 
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( i ) Fi 1lc.1.l9£ .• 

Th0 S:cLL;pl o consist .. :d of I'i;: 1c::'.l supportinc .:cn. ···.v0r ::'gt.; cf 2 .7 

chil (: ron ca.ch on nn G.v or nge i !1c ouo froc :.111 s ou r cos of 

$39 . 20 p0r wcc.:k . Following t ile 1972 Bu:::got thb i :r:.c c.uo woul d 

h<W'~ Tis on t o e>.ppr oz i L'.'. t c l y $+.8 per wook. Fifteen ::::iothors wer e 

r e ce iving suppl~L:0ntary ''.Ss ist ,~nco .... t ~ , --. 
( ., J. l r-..v or :.gc of $5 . 24 

pe r Hool: . Thd r uoci ;ol wolf:::.ro bcmofi ts u0r(; :r0ducuc1-

C'.Cc or cl i ncly . 

Tho h.~rclo st hit gr oup f in·:.nc i ':1 l :l 1'ror :, t hos ::; six i'TOLcn 

r onting ~ i)riv·ct o house :ir fl ct . Thvir o.vc r ".go r ont ::l 1·n~3 

$13 , 42 p.:::r ;rook CO: •P".T.J L1- ·wi t }l thv t m.::nt y- s iX WOLOil in St --.t e 

h ousa s or uni ts .:' .. n t':. p:·.L: :m :•.v cr :cgo r .:mt .'.'. l of $5 . 48 p0r we . .,Y.: . 

Further, tho ~VOJJ"-gG incono f or tho pri v :-i.to hous u or fl -'.t 

t enants u~s $38 . 19 p1.: r wook .:'.3 o..c~inst $40 . 72 por wook f or t he 

st -~to house t on.'.:mts . Thin DL- <'.Ilt t h.'.'.t th•,y lY~i:'. 34% of their 

incono on rent !:'.S age.inst 15% f 0r stl\t c house t onnnt s . J.11 

s i x wo~1cn wer e :-'..!J.Zious to obt a i n "- st ,~t c house o..s s oon ns 

poosibl c nlthough t hr ee of t hcu cxpros socl r csorvd i ons nbout 

hewing t o li vo nn o.n un-:1.osir::i.blo nr or.. if t hey should gh't 

a.. stc..to house , 

Of tho ro~.10.ining e ight wouon , throe lived with t heir pr'..r ents , 

throe livad in thei r ~•m house , one lived in u house owned by 

hor husbnnd nnd one 11..'l.d livo-in enpl oynent. Those l iving in 

their own hooos ostin..". t ed the ir housing costs a t n:n 
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nv orc..gc of 89 .75 per wor k . 

Weekly incotws froc nll s ourcc:.:i r (:ngcd fron 818. 60 (u othe r 

end one child livi~e with nothor ' s pc.rents ) t o f 48. 50 ( u 

working nother supporting five.: children o.nd livine in a 

st-,tc unit . ) Cn.sos of gross fin2ncic l h '.lrdshi p wcr o not 

encounte r ed. Tho wono.n in tho n ost proc .:~ious posi t i on, 

fini .. nciclly, w .s ono who w·~s l i vi nc; in " .. r ented house cos ting 

~15 00 pe r i·re0k c ·.ring f or f tmr c hildren under s even . She 

w~is rece iving t'.. Donostic Purpos es 3vnefit of , 6.60 per week, 

the r est of her incc~1e being derived fron 2. no.intennnco orde r 

ag<~.inst her husbci.ncl for ~~28 . 00 per Wl: Gk . No .;.rr ,:mecoont hn.d 

been oo..dc t o h:'..v c t he ooncy pci.id. throuc;h the Socia l \folf c.rc 

Depo.rtocnt hs is the c on::.1on prc.cticc.) The r osul t W1S t oot 

she wns hcGvily dependent on her husbn.na' s oo.intcnrmcc but 

p.-: yncnts wor e irregul 'r '...md she ht' .. d no wo.y of pr cdictine; her 

incooo fron week t o week . The r:iost finruicio. lly s e cure group 

ucre t hose :rnnen who h .d been r el -,_t ivcly thrifty <'nd good 

o ,'..110..gcrs nn.J who hr.d r-.cquircd <'. r .. mtad hone that l·l<..'!.S rcn.son~bly 

coofortnbl c . They were nO\i in cnploynent h:wing teenage 

children who ~lso contributed t o tho f rtoily incooc . Their 

eopl oynent wc.s inovi t c.bly p:-i.r t - tir.ie in order t o keep within 

the lini ts of the nc.xinun nllownbl c incooe . 

In r osponso t o the quosti on -,s t o how t heir fin~ncio.l 

position hnd ul tercd s ince the depo.rturc of t heir ( ex) 

husbnnd , 80% s.c.id th: ,.t t heir fino..ncio. l position hnd iopr ovcd 

since they h~d bocouo s ociul welfa r e beneficiaries . The 

most s ignificant improveoent f or then wo.s the r e gul.o.ri ty ruld 

predictnbility of the incooe , enabling then t o budget a ccordingly. 

This f a.ct al one suggests thnt oonoy wns :it the h 0n.rt of the 

c onflict in mn.ny of these oarringos nnd was often being 

delibera t ely withheld or w~sted by tho husband . 

A survey of the ( ex) husband ' s occup~tional classifications 

r eveal ed tha t 25 (62 .5%) were in unskilled or semi- skilled 

occupations . Nine ( 22 . 5%) were skilled trcdesmen ruld fiw ( 12. 5%) 
were in the sales!JQ.Il/clericol category. Apart from an array 

officer ther e wer e no (ex) husbc.nds onpl oyed in the skilled 
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white collar/Profeosionnl catogory. Of the women who coTillJ.entod 

a.bout their husbnnds 1 .responsibility for continuing mninteno.nco 

payments to tho Socia l Welf0.ro Depo.rtment,nlmost o.11 wore 

cri ticnl thd thoy seo11ed to be nb lo to dodge the ir 

responsibili tics if they siL1ply kept ono step o.he n.d of the 

Dep.~rtment by frequent r,.10ve s and chrn1ges of employment . 

The women asserted thnt the Depc!.I'tnent wo.s prcp.'.lred to 

write- off o..rrears of ncinteno.nce owing once thoy roa ched n. 

specified .'.J.D.ount . This procedure wo.s rognrdod with bi tto-rness 

by wivos who lmew thc,t their husbMds continued t o spend freely 

on thenselves or their friends whilst tbc ir f o.r:i.ilios were 

deprived of this income . 

In spite of the high percentnge of womon who clnined 

fino.ncial ir:lprovonon t since tho ( ex) husbo.nd 1 s dopo.rture, 

4o% clc imed th ~t they still h."'.d to forego c orto.in necessities 

in life . The item c ons istently emphas ised ns being difficult 

to nti.intnin et n rer'!.sono.ble st~d.1.rd for ~11 menbers of the 

f nmily wo.s clothing. Of the ·whol e sample, 4o% specificc.lly 

nentioned clothing ns posing a specLil problem. The cost 

of new clothing wo.s often prohibitive end clothes were 

usu~lly h.'1ndod nround the children until they were worn 

out. It seemed that food was given the highest priority in 

the faraily budget. Two mentioned the need to avoid buying 

fruit and another five said they nlwo.ys bought the ch~a:gest 

ment,one womo.:n restricting it to three menls per week, Fiv.e 

women spoke of the need to nvoid nny form of paid entertain­

ment outside the home. Of the total snmple,75% spoke of the 

need to budget very ca.refully,cut corners and nlwnys look ffor 
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r 1.L:'.ining fivo h : d liulp fro:·: t h,)ir f .i ~.l;y· ;.;r f oun·". th':'..t thvir 

o: .pl oy: .0nt c..li:J.i1r ti:. cl th0 n .... '- c1 t ) b .... c · ~uti c,~w uit h l:cnoy. 

On th0 ~·".tt ... r of s: .v i:i ' , 85% 8".L~ th.: .t no s.:wi~ uc..a possible 

''.ni.1. the r ... ~ .. "'.inc~or coulcl only s :-.vc . ·. Si .· -,11 :!:." .. e:i.mt . 

tho p.l.rch·-,r; o of ::..o r e.. vxp ... msiv .... i1...:usohol: itcu:i . .,_ p>.rticuL"r 

hur<ile ' '-.'1(1 inv"..ri .-..bly t he wor~.:,n r·~li.., ~ on t!10 ~::iro-purch:-:.sG 

nv~llo ~ Clf buying. 

Gonor~.11y sp;:: ~.ldne th(; r ,.1;l ·.ccncmt of uorn houn0hohl 

furni turc , C"..r po t s r..n·l b ,J'l 1inr; posv .1. the :_;ri.: '.tc..Gt probL.:u :.f tor 

clothinG. Hhcn ·-:sk:..1 if thl.y le1l .:.ny unusu-:1 i t .,~:s of 

c,xpondi ture ( 0xclu r1i_"YJ.G such thinG3 · .s Gc:1r ol f .... :::s or hiro­

purch:-:sc c or.: :i tt::.ionts) tu.:,nty 1i e;ht ::; o.i 1 th.;y r2.itl not , but 

six h':'. l~ to fin.1. oxtrc. r:onoy f or :·10llic"..l sp0cin.list :'.11 l ~;.,ntnl 

spoci".list f -:cs , uhils t r. furt her five uero p,~.~rine uff olc~ 

clc bt s . One wc ·:.n.n r;--.v o lo% of hvr inco:-.K. t o th0 church. 

(ii) Eoploy::1cnt . 

i·. t ot .:tl of tHolvo wo;:..en (or 30}6) ucr c c~ .ployocl f"or 

nonc:;t::lrY go.in; c loven outside the ho~.c l'-'rl~'.. one c.t hone '\Ti t h 

bo1.rders. Eight of the e l even folt trot th0y were fn.irly 

pni t1 f or t hEr work t hey d id. One of the other three fo l t t hn.t 

she w.:>..s being expl oited nt tho p.:iy r nte of 75 cents en hour . 

It was nn cil)ht to three nnjority in fnvour o1t working i:f 

one had the choice of working or not . Two of t ho throe who 

would prefer not to work nlso f e l t t hey wer e being w:tfnirly 

po.id . 
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When <'.slwcl if thoy thoucht working ':.ffccb c1- t h0ir hoc.l th, 

3iX of th0 0l0v u11 wer u E.:ithur un ·.-.f f ·.; c ·l;'"'rl or f --: lt it i·T'\S 

boncf i.. ci.<::'.l. Of thu r e .'.inin.:;· f:i. v 0 , two f o lt i t c ~iuso c1- .i. uont::•l 

r.ths :r t h2ll plrsic ;-'. l str.:-. ir.... (:F,' or ono e; f t ho: : the f ~. ct ory 

L ;i: .. :<.lo ov .. ,rso•, r m;nt of of h.:.: r 1rcy t <) i1r:J:0 life unplo:1s ::n t 

f or ev eryone .) Tho r orn,inint; thr oe lwpt p~; 0r heiil th o..s '.'"1 

r e; sul t of o· .rlir_r c xpc-rionc00 , s o 1·!orldne; i I::pos cc.1 t '.11 o..cl ,~i tione.l 

stru..in . 

Th.i·cc. wo:Jon f ol t t ~1d uor kin5 : ffo c t u11_ t ho i r c~.p:'.ci ty t o 

l ook .'.'.ftc r t ho c!1ilc1roil , 'r111.; rv~ .:cin~lur th0ueht it :.;.:.C.o 110 

clifforoncc except ono u:10 t honrsht 1rorldnc; r.:.~~cl_o her n bott0r 

Dothor . 

Ther o wns nc ,.loubt th~.t th1.., :::-:.Xiuu;:, "'.llou"-bl o incoi. o 

(which hn.s been furthe r r oducoc1 in tho bu dGot) wo.s .:i d.otorrent 

f or n nunbc r of r.::.o thors with school-c.eo chilr1-ron who were 

will in& to work but f elt thoy shou l c: stc.y ::'.t hone r :lthor th..'lJl 

sec t heir benefits r o1_1ucocl . It bc c ."'JJO .'.'.ppo.rcmt the t f or sonc 

of tho e leven non-working wooen with school-c.gc children 

or ol der, tho inclin.:.tion t o i..:ovc outside tho hone, noo t :" · 

nci'r people nnc.l porhnps clcv c: lop nvw inte r ests in the process , 

would have bo on of benofi t t o then . Their sense of loneliness 

nncl isolr..tion would h..'1.ve been r cclucocl . However the kind of 

po.rt-til.le o:._ployuont they woul d nocl1.. wc-.s not reAdily 

evuilc blo . For ha.lf of t heo,the f ouling thn t t he social 

welfnre benefit wa.s theirs by right, was a deterrent 

against any novencnt towards sclf-sufficicney. 
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Ther o co.n be ne doubt that the oxporiunces rolo..ting t o nn 

unhappy mri.rri~go and tho subsoqu(::· t breo.k-ur n.clvorsely ci'fected 

tho heo.l th of the DO.j ority of tho s &.ipk group. This wo.s 

deoonstr '.'.ted by tho genornl i ::· proveucmt in honl th since 

sep·ir:'.tion r <.:J!Ortcd by 60/b of the wuDGn . For o. third of these 

however, their hocl th W2.S still n0t norr:inl. For sone the drul:ieo 

h~ts be:.m ho.rd to r op.:i.ir, Sovon who had f elt .:m inprovm1ent 

since sepc.rn tion uero still t aking dr ugs or trc.nquilisors 

f or nervous disorder or d~pression . But ov._,r;.;11 , of the ones 

who h.".d i upr oved. sinco sepnr " .. t i on, thorc W!'..S o. two to one 

nn. j ori ty of those who had r e turned t o full her..l th. 

It is open to spccub.tion o.s to just how those otherwise 

he ~.1 thy peopl e night h:ivo fr,rcd hnd their n[',l'ri.~gcs c ont inued 

nuch longor . 'l'hrcc reported su icidu atteqJts nnd subsequent 

psychio.tric trcr-.tnont ·:.s o. direct rosul t of 01'..ri t .-:i.l dish"'..I'Dony. 

A. t ot r>..l of sov onteen wor e nffoctcd by nervous disor der nnd 

depressi on to tho extent thc..t they r equired nodicnl trontm.ont. 

Nino nothors (22 . 5%) s o.i d thnt the ir hoc.1th wns unchnnged 

by the ir Do.ri t o.l disharoony .'.:' .. nd subsoqu,mt sopn.ro.tion. The 

r ennining seven of the s o.opl e (17. 5%) were those who continued 

t o bo in bnd honlth ruld were not like ly t o show any sign of 

inprovenent becnus0 of their pnrticulnr condition. ~t lea.st 

two conside r ed t hat they would not live much longer . In 

both ccses the ir na in c oncern w~ not f or themselves but for 

their children. Five of tho Broup of seven f elt thnt their 

health hud deteriornted since s cpnr ntion, lo.rgely as a result 

of the incrcnsing stra in nnd responsibility attached to being 

a s ol o pnr ont. 

In considering t he health of the children invol ved one 

f ound that in 47n5% of the fru::iilies with two or oore children 
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tho oldest child ' s hoo.l th wo.s noru c:.ffoctml by tho 

P·"..r ontccl split thnn o...ny of tho othor children. ( 't1c O..'Tcr c.go 

mmbor of chi ldren pur fru.~ily boing 3. 7) This -woulc1 be 

undorst L' .. mbblo in cns os whe r e only tho ol cl ::.:st c hild w.as.: 

ol d cnoueh t o r cuoubcr h:i.s f;'..thcr . Iim1cv c...r , o.s tho uo":m 

120.rric..go c~uTo.ti on f or the uholo S<'..Llplo prior t o sopc..ro.. tion 

m.:.s seven o.n<l ::. 11i:~lf yoo.rs one i .f forc ocl t o l ook elawhor o 

f or possible c o.uses . This st1..Ely cc~L of fe r no c onclusivo 

proof of t ho r.:2 .. in co.use or c 1• .. UE.h:o of t his si tucction but i t 

c1oos se en possible tha t tho u.othor t r o..nsr.:i ts uoro of hor 

o..nxicty o..ncl strons t o tho oldest cJ·:ilcl th._"..11 to c.ny othe r . Tho 

typo of concli tion nost oft en closcri bcd by the uathcrs wc..s tll2.t 

the o ldes t \ TC\S t onso end norvy . This pos::-Jib l y wr.s ~' r eflection 

of tho ir mm concli ti on . The so concl- born s oonocl plo.cid by 

cor.:pr'.r ison. This wees tho co.so whe ther the e lclest wo.s n b oy 

or o. girl. Thero 1ro.s no ov idonco to sugges t tho.t o. boy ' s 

hoo.Hh wns .:i.ny r_i_o r o l i kely t o bo t.'.clvorsuly Di'fockcl by the 

c.bs onco of tho f nthcr than a girl ' s cmc1 vice verso.. . 

F or tho uhole group , t ho gcnorcil sto..ndc..rd of heal th o.non g 

tho children wns roportod t o bo g ood . Ji.ea.in it wo.s tho oldest 

child who wc:.s n ost oft en ncntioned ns h c.ving u c ooplo.int , tho nost 

cor.inon be ing nervous disorder follouocl by enurosis , nosthnn. nnd 

bronchic..l trouble in thnt orclor . Houcvor 6Cffb of the nothcrs 

so.id trot their chilt1ren ha.cl no unusual heo..lth problons . Tho 

nost serious nervous clisordor reported wa s of n seven y oo..r 

old girl , the eldest of thre e chilclron , whoso nothcr ha.cl boon 

sopar~tcd fron her husb c.ncl for only throe n onths , Sho was 

enuretic both nt hone and a.t s chool nnd in ncldi tion wo.s soil ing 
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C'.t school . Her r.10thur ~-:: .'"'.i c~ sho W<'.~ :not r ospomli rlG t o 

n oclic.::l t :cc.;.~:t:r.iont . 

On invontic.'.'.t i nG c.ny c li.'.l113"0G t.10x·0 ll' .y h·,v c- bvun j_n -C ho 

children ' ::; h•.: ~.1th il.'.'..tt0rns zinc , t~1e:ir f th0r l uft !1oco i t 

uo.c f ound tlit'.t 3 5~~ lu'.d i:;..., t t l vd t~m!11 b0ttc1· or ':TUr l, othorwiso 

inprovcu ."..S :'.{;c•.i n:::t 27 . 5~; ullo sh ·..owoclno ch~'1G'- bof ,~ro or 

cltor se:p".I'l'.°Ci.on . Iu Gcvcn f:'.:. .. i_l i os : ~·..: ~ ~1 th :tJI'o'.Jl..,:· .. s por s i s t otl 

since their p:crontn sov~r:'. L::JU. .'J.:•l j n th .. :JO C"'.:.;~G it u.::s tho 

ol dest child u ho cor~t inucd t o b0 r~f'fc c·t ;rl r:os t . I n f our 

f .".: !lli(.;G the t:o thcr th•:,uch the chil,~r0:1 wor r] t oo young .:'.t tho 

ti!'~o of the s opc.r '.'.t ion tc b.J <'.ff ct -..:rl or..o U".Y or tho other . 

Gcn0r ·~J. ly t he not h0rs con s:i Ltcror: th"..t the existing ri.0clic"1.l 

s ervi ces 1·10r c ".dO'l,U '.:':cc . Tuo c:1)Ql<0 of th0 doctors ' :te f us"-ls 

t o c~kc house c:-'.lls :mtl ono spoke of t h<..: clHf:i.cul t y of 

fi ntling nn ?.vo.i l c.1bl o pr:•.cti t ionur on o.r~ivinc in Pt'.lnor ston 

Nor th. One pc.rticu Lcr pr .cti ti oner W'.S ci t e:cl by t wo 11ono11 

o..s hc.ving bc h-.".vcd in . .'.'.. conplot oly ncgloctful o.nd cruel wc-.y 

t owc.rds the ir children. I n .'.'.not hcr inst:-.nco , ...... s ".. cure f or 

nervous de:pross i on , one pr o..ct i t i onor r oportoclly :-idvi s od his 

pa.tient t o s t op we.s ting he r t i ne s::.t t ine in C'. church ( s hc 

l'.t t ondecl once u uc clt:) c.ml got out t o c-. pub c t night t o uec t 

::20uplc . (She hns nt present throe childr en under five o..s t ho 

r esul t of o.. now dissolve d do f o.cto uni on h;,vi ng lost t he cu s t ody 

of s even chi ldre n fron o. D.'.'.r r i o..go t hnt brought her close t o 

suicide ). For 75% of tho \TOnon ther e wor e no pr obl ons nt .,_n 

rcg~cling the ir gener al pr act i t i one r . F or the r co['.indcr, c.pnrt 

fron the problons ulrco.dy nonti onctl, tho difficult i es ucr c 
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ninor. One spok0 of llonyi:1g rhu fo.: ,ily n0dico..l c.ttontion 

throuch l.'.'.ck 0f fin::.:11c0 but thir.,; li:'.:J not '-~ pur"20.n0nt si tu.:i..tion . 

2 . SOCL'J.. 

(i) Elluc;i.tion. 

Tho level of for:·.:::.l oi..1:.uc o..t ion :;ttr1.inul by ti1c ~~:.jori ty of 

noth0rs uo.s not high. Tucnty nuYc1 ( 67. 5;;) :i.'.'.:1 not p.'.'.ssod. 

tho f ourth forr.. ".t occonc1:.·!ry sch,)ol. Sr..;v"n (17 . 5~;) hc.d p.'.'.sscd 

s chool cortific~>.tc . Ono '.~other ,.1 ..... s c·..i.rruntly pursuinG 

univc:..·sity stncly . i'lhon o.okocl .:.;bout thl: lovol of foru.:i.l 

ocluc=-.. ti.on t:'.tt:;>..incd. by their (ex) husb.'.'.:1clc 1 seventeen sc~id tho.t 

they did not l:nou :~ccur:toly. Of tlloso sevoYitoon, throo .. J.r~ov1 

th.,_t ho h:i.d o..t le:~st o..t·~omkcl secondc.ry 3chool. Eleven knm~ 

th(1.t thuir husbo....11cls hc.r1. not -:.ttomlcd .::. secondary school. Six 

h.::.d uttondecl sccondc.ry school for ::>. f.l~i12un of two yoo.rs . Three 

were known to hc.vo o.ttenclecl f or 2. fifth forr.::. yeo:r c.nd a. furthe r 

two husb.'.lncls wor e snicl to ho.ve :.;.cquirccl Univorsi ty Entrnnco . 

So of .'.'. tota.l of 80 people ( including husb.'.)Jlds o.nd wives ) 

only 12 we r e knmm t o h<.wo ::i.ttonclocl beyond tho fourth f orn 

level. 

This goner nlly l m-1 l ev e l of ecluc c .. tion nny be contra.st eel 

uith tho quite high nspira.t ions t ho nothor s hnd f or t heir 

chi l dren' s educo..tion. A high 1 10.jority (90%) c onsider ed t hc.t 

thoir children shoulc.1. have a.s nuch odu cntion as possible. Sonc 

s uicl they wanted their children to uclce up for the deficiencies 

in their own education. Others (lo%) f olt thc.t special eophn.sis 

needed to be placed on the boy' s educ2.tion, na.inly bccnuse it 

wo.s felt tho.t a. boy ' s career wus nor o ioport nnt tha.n o. girl ' s . 
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Elev,.m. s·-j_ '. ·chc y uoul c1. li!-~o th .ir c llil,1.ron t c ~Cl t o university 

1:Hwn ".Gl:ud if thuy f•~l t th'". t t h0y ' 'l1t1. th(; school s wore 

u:,r J.::ill(; in t!1c s n.;.:·.o dir..:.ct::..on ·s tlloy U,.:r O i n tr".il1ing thvir 

childrcm,57. 5~~ 1:orc q~J.itc S '.tisfLC. uith t!1u schi::·0l' s ri•.:rfo:rn-· 

.enc-.; . The dc(;i·oo 0 f 3 · .ti~f-''.ction r:-.ncu<l fro;:: "- v ,;ry hi ch 

I n o cor!;,..il ~ in ts . ' Fi,rc s~.oc if'ic ·:lly c o;::;- .:)ll t ..;d th··.t once the 

to ·:chor s know of t h0 h :Jno situ ·.tion , t hon they Hor e nuch uor o 

For t hose uho w .. r ,: n ot s:-.tisfic(l uith tl1:.)ir c hiL1.r r::n ' s 

schoolin,::; (27 . 5/&) cor.:Lonts v·'.ric.\ T1 ~ ..J not hcm::: f elt t lr:.t tto , 

v .:.,ry critic ·:l of stro"00.1.ng in tho noc c .. nclr-.ry schoo l s . Ono 

co;·1pL~.incd th::t t ho ton.cher s hu:.:.lili ~.t c,~~ lE:r chihlrcn uhilo 

'.'.l1 uthcr SC'.icl t,1,"'.'.t tbo t o'.'.ehors h:·.d c:Lv on hvr chil (1.ron the 

t he -.1~_;0 of fifteen th0ru by i: :ijosinc o. bur den on their .. oth . .;r. 

'£uo S2.icl they bcliovccl in str :-.p:i:i nc uh;;:roc.n tho s ch ool (~ic'. 

not .'.'.nd o..s ~ r esult t hGy f ol t their chilr~ron l ,,ckocl c~if.3Cij,Jlino 

nt s ehool,. m ot he r sc.id sho wo.s not h..."'.:ppy o.bout tho s chool but 

ox,c.usou it boc~us c of its p"..rticulr.r ~roblcun . Five oot hc rs 

wcro un::-~blc to c O!JDont nn the ir el d est chilc.l h"'.d. not ye t 

stnrtec1 s chool.. 11.ll but three r.iothci~s fcl t th'1t t heir 

children ' s nt t ituGe t o school wns s~tisfr ctory (tho five j uot 

ncntioned wor e not in ~ posit ion t o c ornontJ Jwong tho 

r enc.iniDg tlu'€e ~ wns n V'.ll"iution of l'.ttitudo within the 
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the f 8I.1ily ,hnlf liking school, the other mlf not . 

Tho r eplies t o this question nety help to put sone of the 

r:io thers 1 critici sns into pe:-cspective . Whilst they detected 

woo.lmesses in the syston thuir chi lclron st i ll f ound school to 

be etcceptablo . Only one child nm; ntt ending school could be 

s ni d to bG truMting al though four el dc::c ones ,now l eft school , 

wore irrogul c\r c..ttenders as we l l ns being tlescribed as problem 

children a~ school . 

Opinion w:-13 evenly <li vidod .~i.S t o the effect the absence of 

n f n.ther W.'.l.S considered to ht:,ve 1L1d on tho children's schooling. 

Thirteen (32.5%) thought his n.bsence definitely helped their 

chil dren's education nl though their r e:::i.sons f or sa.ying this 

differed . Sone t hought the frXner woul d ho.ve LEcdo the children 

l Hwo if he hc.d. continued n.t hooo , other s f ol t his rm r e 

pr esence would have been n.n unsettling influence. Eleven 

nothers (27. 5%) f elt tho.t the f ather ' s o.bsence kid no 

adverse effect on their childr en's schooling whilst nine 

(22.5%) thought tho f c.tl:c r 1 s o.bsenca hnd. C.!.l'.l adverse eff ect on 

schooling. The nnin r eason given wns the absence of n mnle 

figure f or discipline purposos ,especinlly for boys. Other 

r eas ons included ' a nnn would be nble to keep them a t school 

longer' or 2f nther may hetve given then more nmbition, 1 1 other 

people have lower exp8ctations of my children' and 1 I am 

affected by the extra demands nnd sacrifices I hnve to mcl{e. 1 

The r e l ated question pertaining to the importances of a. 

male model was then put to them:' would they prefer their 

children to have nen or women teachers~ To this the resnonses 

were usually reserved depending on the age and sex of the child. 
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Hmwvor 42% of tho ::,othor s did prof or tc have ~. n~.10 too.cha r 

for!['..lo to::oc1KJrD f or youn:;- chilJ:r.'cm , thon ; ,:::l e; tc.:'.chors frco 

.::.bout st ::!!l.durd 4 omrc.rcls . Tlio r.,othor iJ m::irtrnl 11onon to.::chors 

L:r gj_rl;:; .::md ;..1C;n t c-tch.,:;rs f.>r boya . ilcspom.k:S cL:iuing the 

p,·uf orcncc of one !:othor uo.ch 1·rcr 1,_; : 1 ckpondo on the t e.'."'..ch~r 1 

1 no c~cfini tv opinior:. ' 1 no p:i:0f c..rvncc 1 ' young t o:lch,.rs nr o 

hos t uh:.-..t ov cr th0ir s0x ' 'l'h01·v uoro four other coubinr~tiom:i 

cc.ch rocc .ivinG a sinclo prcft..rc.mcL. . They m.Jre: - ' c.. n~m f or .:t 

boy, e ither 3C.X f er <'- Girl ' 1 'J. :::~.n for ., F,irl , no proforonco f or 

n boy '' .:.1 non f or <:-.. b oy , rn) profvr· ~nee for -. girl ', 1 c-. 1·rona n f or 

o. boy , .:: r.1.'.:'.ll for.'..'.. t;irl. ' 

It u.::os clt...'."'.r then th<:-..t tho 0nly !):!:'ufcr<:nco receiving c.ny 

kind of gencr ,.,_1 SUi)por~~~ c.::.L t.:;{:chcr;:; for both boys : nd 

girls . It shoul1..1 be nctud th~'..t uhHst sor.::o of thu .Jothors 

ho.cl this pr0fcrcnce bcc.-:~uso of th'-' 1·ocoC;nisecl nood for c. 

nc.lo r:ockl in their chi l dr en ' s li vcs , oth..:r s be.sod their 

prefer ence on the opinion th ... t their children (of e ither sex) 

responde d be tter to <:> .. nc.lc tcc.chcr . Fu:cthor , in cor.;po.r:'..son 

ui th the sixteen uho wnntccl o.11-n.:-i.l c oduc.:~tion f or thei r 

childron, not one nothor wc.nted nll- f or.w.le tuition for . her · 

children. 

No nothcrs f cl t t h:!t ther e '·10rc nny p:>.rticulo.r problons 

nssocio.tcd with the children stud.ying c t hone . Four said -tho. t 

their children brought hone li ttk or n o houewor k in c.ny co.so . 

One nent i onecl tho.t t elevision s or:.etinos interfer od wit h 

hone work . 
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It :2ppc ~irs thon th~ct hone cc.ndi tiorrn wor e ;:;onor::::.lly conducive 

t o tho chilc1ron gcttinc; 'm Hi th tllC;:i. r oc1uccction uj_thout 

int c:rfor cnco . Furthor , nost ::otho1:s ( hronty.--f our) did not 

h:.we: difficulty ire Ll'.ckinc; c ontc·~ct 1·1i th the t uccchcrs if 

t h oy umt '.:c1 t o . El c;v cn ucnt:i oncc.~ pr obl cus in t l:.i.s rc;;IJCct. 

They inc1Ut1orl 'not unouch t i r:o ' , ' t oo shy ' , ' once '-~ yo:...rr i s o.11 

th.2t is ii·..:ruitt«: d.,' ' no t uu ch 01pportunity', ' P.T.; •. nolJtings Hero 

boring,' ' u.:cstc of . tine ,' 1 prin.'.'.I'y schoo ls wcro ,:;ore c.cccssiblc 1 

und ' Hi th the opon pletn tho younc;or t oc-,,chors <J.ro no t so 

intor ost t; d . 1 

Uhon questioned on the rc.:1:.',t i on s hip of tho chilc1ron with 

tho too.chars , L1. l .::.rgc n.:-i. j ori ty 1·ror ;; so.tisfiocl ui th the 

sHuc' tion . Thirty-one ( 77 . 5%) s 2icl the:ro 1·roro no po.rticul:cr 

problrms . For fiv0 th..) issue hud not y e t a.risen , n.nu for 

the r ouo.ining f our tho probl ons '"Toro r.:-:inor . Tho r olo.tionship 

of tho children with other s chool pupils is c onsidered in tho 

s ection c1co.ling with tho of f e et r·n tho chilc1ro!l of tho f :cthor 1 s 

absence . 

(ii) Connunity Rol o.tion3 . 

Of tho tot ::i.l snnple of forty for.1ilios , it uo.s found tlh.'1.t 

ninotoon (47.5%) hnd boon l iving in their prosont hone for 

hro yoo.rs or l os s , o.nd of thooo ninot oon, thirtoon ho.d boon 

living whore they uoro for one yoo.r or l e ss . .i.·~ toto.l of 

fift e en fnnilios he.cl boon livir..g o. t the ir present address for 

six yoc.rs or noro , l oD .. vine- six uho h-'.ld not novod for b,ctwcon 

two o.ncl six yc::i.rs. ,So whorons 3o;6 ho.cl boon sopo.ro.tod f or unclor 

two yonrs, noo.rly half hnd novod house within the so.no period. 
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bof or 

, :tJportuL ty s ~rnul ' i·.;;,vo 

t c :.r· .thcr ''.ro . .-.. . E·:t ur :lly, :c.11 t'.1..; -.:-. . :·_:(.;!! i:1 thv .:,;ri v·.t vly 

or t , n lcc1.. t o i·::.ck on th~~: ( t:nu ). All thre e: ·,f tl:c ' 10:·-:cn livint; 

11i t h their p;:.r.,nts W".at e;d t o ;;ov-- so t:.i.::t t l"...:y coulll be 

i nc!cpom1..cnt. 

Of the ':'.lf whr W'.'ntd t o :Jove th0ro IT-Jr .:.: oicht l iving i n 

s t o..t o uni t s c.ncl f our in st ~~to hous0s 1fhcrc:..:.:J r .L.Jne the lu,l f 

uho ucrc s 1:.tisfi c:cl wh ... rc t hey ~rnr0 ·the nuob:··r in st;-i.t u uni t s 

f oll t o t1io P.ncl t ho nu:.ibcr in st;:.t o hous 0LJ r ose t o thirtc:0n. 

So thoro w : \S r~ dofi:.-ii tG prof e:r onco f or st2.tc housen r~thcr 

tho.n f.or at '.'.tc uni ts . Tho dislike f or t :.o unit ".S a pl ::i.ca 

t o live w~s not noccoso,rily b~ocd on nny inconvonienco of 

1esi gn but r rtthvr on t h0 t y pe of ne i g hbourhood in which it l!llS 

si tuc.tccl. 

In expl oring tho possibility th['.t th:. v O wonon ui eht lilw 

t o livo in sou0 sort of cou:iun~l ~ sot ~sido f or s ol o pnront a , 
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si1 .rinc c •.. :.:. -.r~ ( . , l , ..... : ' ~ int :r··.Bt s ) 

..... " ; ,, 
.:> · ,,_ \. .. 

n oit;hbourho:.,,l w._s ono -:;f i, r.::: -~c::in"· .. ..r1tly solo : .. o th,) rG . Six: 

( 15%) thou0ht t hey were.: the nnly so l o p '.re nt f~:r:ililJS j_::i tht.: 

·:re<'.. Of the r c::.:::1ininc f our, t -.rc s .~L~ they ·'..i ~ ::'.tvt :1.no-.r , one 

liv,:c'!. in t ll" c ountry "'...'1c'.. t!J.o ot ll0r live:! in :-..n innor city 

fl :.t \ri thcut no i GhlJourrJ . 

Rel n .. tionshi}:>S ui th n 0iehb0urs -:.·r0r c.: f vunc'.. t o v .. ry. Tho 

in or cle r t o "..VOi cl t he t :;i,0 of ''.l1S~rcr one : ~iQ.1t f o;::l c onpcllcd 

t o cive . So they •:ore ".Skot'.. if tl~0y thou~l~t nci5hb-iuro 

provide d('.Ch oth0r ui t h uutu·;.l sun>or t . Thu r epli e s uer e 

so:lewh.:.t unexpoctocl. Tw0nty two (55%) s ,-..i <l that t hey del i b-

er t'.t cly ,n.v oi docl c ont 'l.ct 1·ri t h tho neighbours or f ol t c or:.polled 

t o ".Void con t "'.ct bec."..uso of thoir nei ghbour t s disposition. 

Sonc typicnl r eplies in thio cnt egor y uer o .~ f ollows : -

'neighbours '..l'e nosey "..Ilcl cossi i-> s o I keep t o nyself' ,"1'1'ro'1re 

no t ones t o n ix , likc t o keep t o oursolvcc ', ' I don 1 t unnt to 

ouo pc:opl c -...ny f "'..vours 1 , 1 t h1J neighbou:..'s ~re nice t o o y f ::-.ce , 

then t c.lk r.bout uo behind ny br.ck1• Othors s c.icl th~-.t they or 
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tho neighbours wore t oo busy f or nuch cont :.ct t o clcvc l op. 

Mothers who h'.'..C. r e ·~sonnbly friendly cont Ll.ct "..Ild who coul d 

f eel t ru•. t :.mtu2.l r'.id uould r'.lwr.yo bo '1 possibility toto.lleC. 

3a;-; of the s o..:1pl c . So:-ie of tho :._1ot hor s f ol t rcnssurc.:d thd 

ne ighbours wor e s ir:ply thcro if needed even if t here hn .. (l boc.n 

little. c.,usc t o c r..11 on the::: in the p'.st . 

Of tho r euninder , two d id not 1 ivc nc.::.r neighbours <md five 

g::~vo quc..lifiod r osJ...>onscs which di d not fit into tho two 

cr..tcgorios ::icntioncd. Those included such st:-~t c: 1cnt s "J.S ~ it 

t ook two ye:.rs f or :.ic t o be Gccopt od but I lmo1·1 support is there 

now if i t is n eodod', 'I only h:.vo cont:-.ct if c:.llcd upon , I ' D 

C.'.'.r uful not t o intrude ' one~ ·•it cl8pends on yourself , soue 

ncighb0urs c..r c 60~>d but I cl on ' t go bo13cing. 1 

Whilst 55% e i t h.Jr <lid not s ock or obt.'.'.in friendship fro:i 

thoir ne i ghbours, r. fur thur 32 . 5/~; f cl t tho..t the y woul d like oor o 

opportunity t o ~:.l0o t peopl e o..n-:1 i-!C!ko new friends . In t'..ddition, 

c. further 27. % co:.lpl a.inecl of f eoling so shy ':'Jlcl 2..Wkwo.rd in 

neeting new people thr..t thoy pref err ed t o r cnr..in .'.'.S isol a t ed 

c..s possible. h t ot al of 60j; thorofore hr.cl problcus of e ither 

f eeling t oo shy t o wont t o no et peopl e or of f ooline thnt 

sufficient opportunity t o ocet peopl e d i d not exist. A coi:..lilon 

conpl c..int wc.s thr .. t there wo..s n o other plc.ce f or o. wo!Xlll t o 

DD..ke social contr..ct except through hote l drinking. Most 

social or sporting clubs r equired o. pt'..l'tnor if the y wore f or 

non and wonen, excopt the s olo ~~rents orgenisntion. Paying 

f or a. bnby-si tter uns ncntioned by two nothors a.s o.. b:ll'rier t o 

evening outings . Several wondered woot they woulcl do if they 

did have tho frecdon for evening outings . They f elt their 

choice would be very linitod. 
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For tho r m:.10.ining 40% ther e s cened t o h:wo boon Q r c.'.'.s on.Wle 

a.djustncmt t o the ir s ingle st '.'. tus in thr'.t t lLy f ol t they h._'l.d 

sufficfont c ont;'.ct wit h other o.dults or ::i.t lo~cst tho prospect 

of suff icient c onto.ct . 

Tho wo:.Jon were t hon r'..Skocl if t hey ever felt th . .._t they would 

liko t o s hut t honsol v os ~wc.y fron p0oplo . It wc.s intended 

thn.t the r Gsponses t o this ques t ion night give s ono inclic ...... tion 

of how they wore coping wi t h t ho don:mds mdo on t hoo by life 

in. [,'Oner nl. ii.. t ot .'.1..1 of twenty two nothers ( 55%) sc.id thoy 

never wo.ntcd to shut thc~solvos o..wa.y. Six of thou t ook the 

opportunity t o onph._,siso t h.• t they f e lt quite the opposit e D.nd 

would nuch pr ef er t o h:i.v o uore coupc..ri.y then they hnv o now. 

The r ono.ining 45% woro oqunlly d. ivi dod be t voon S:'.ying thnt thoy 

frequent l y wont ed t o i s ol ,".t o t ho::.isolvo s . Rec.sons civon by both. 

groups vc.riod . Depression w::cs t he un.in cause nentioned but 

f our so.id t hey h<:d f ol t c dofini t o L 1pr ovenent since s opnrc.tinn 

Ono wonen s ought isol .J.tion ' toc&aet:'.pe officio.10..on 1 ~ n.nothcr wnn'!;cd 

t o osc:"'.pe 1 just t o slcop 1 nnd o.nothor f ol t she wns c.nti-:people 

bcco..uso thoy wor o usuc..lly e ither sho.llow or self-centred. In. 

one c~so r eligi ous conversion wns snid t o hnvc cnusod n grest: 

inprov ooont in ability t o f r.ce up to other people . 

li.nd what of o:ny s:'tigDa f o..cecl by c~ivorced or s opnr nt ed 

nothors? Its oonifostc..tion wns daercr~bod in unusual ways. 

There were e i ghteen woncn(45%) who f elt· ther e wns a 

continuing stigna.. in be ing o divorced or sopnrcted woDlln . Of 

this group,ten s o.i d t oot this wns uost noticec.ble in their 

r el ationship with unrricd coupl es . They found tha t they 
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tended t o bo excluded fron the a ctivitie s of narried c ouples, 

that their nnr r i od frionds s u0Dod t o drop away aft e r the 

separation and t oot s one of tho wives bocaue guarded a..vi.d 

dof onsivc l ost the ir husbnnds 1 stro.yod ' in tho c onpany of 

an uno.ttnched wonnn. Othors s a id they still f c l t the stigo.o. 

but it did no t bother t hon now as t hey had boc o110 u sed t o it . 

One wor..m.n s a id sho t h;mght s ·)!J.O s olo par ents ho.d a bad 

r oput .::::tion in hor neighbourho od . 1rhrco s aid t hat they 

thought s one business pooplo tried t o pr ess an a dvant age 

lmowing t l18 r e was not o. ~~JD.n to bn.C!k then up. Tho way s ociety 
was 

treats s ol o parontS' ·cited by ono 1rn;::inn as a ca.us o of tho stigQa. 

I n c ontra.st t o the 45/~ who noticed .J. stigoa , 4o% s a id they 

thought ther e was no sti[,'TIO. o.t a ll. Ansvmrs · r anged fr on 

1 not if }3ople know your circunstunce s 1 t o • it r equires 

ad justnent on ny pnrt' .'.'..nd 1 it s nor o pi ty t~'Ul stibnn.' 

The r cnaining six w~mon gi vo answers that did not clearly 

f o.11 within oithor cnt egory . EX<:!.Upl os included : 1 pooplo will 

gossip but only if given tho opportunity, 1 1 1 foo l it u bit 

but it wo.s nuch wor se ;_;.'\; first , 1 ::md 1 1 f elt it .'.'..t first but 

perhaps it l'TaS oy irmgi nation . 1 

For wonen who he.ve scno s ense of isolntion as n s ol o 

p~ront it appears that t he bnrrior put up by nar r i cd people is 

nor e koonly f ol t. All ten of the wonen who specific~lly 

nentionc d this probl cn f e ll within the 32 .5% who s aid that 

they would liko i:iOr e opportunity t o nee t people and oake new 

friends. 
\ 

(iii) Coonunity Assistanc e . 

fill exDtlinntion wo.s n o.de of tho notho:rs 1 o.ttitudes towo.rds. 
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the kinds of o.ssistenco t he coonuni ty oxtcmcls to pooplo 

in their sit uc.t i on . Thuy wcr o c,sko c~ t o r nnk,in or C:'.or of 

hol pfulnoss , the c;r oups i n tho c;-,::.cmni t y wi t h whoc t hey 

h~vc h o.cl c ont~ct. 

Tho r esult CJf this rn.nkinc is iJet ou't 1n To.b l e 2 . Thu 

fivo rr r oups listed i n t ho iraihlo wor o nll given n r nnkinc 

r ogn.rdl oss of whot he r or not help hc'.cl cc::ic fr o!·J t ht'.t s ource . 

One WODLUl f ol t sho 110.cl 11.cc:!. no ho l p f roo any one so he:r 

prof or cncos could not bG o.scortnineQ . 

TABLE 2 

1s t. 2nd 3r d 4th . 5th Tctal 

---- --·--------·-·------- ----- ----
1. Govor nncnt Dep:c.rtriont s . 2 
' 

14 8 8 , 7 39 
.. -- --- -----·- ···- --· ·-- · --- - _J_ _ 

' ,2. Volunto.ry Agoncioo/ 12. 5 9 8 ' 5 }9 
Cho.ritios . 

-- -· - .. -~-- - -------- ---- ·- ----. -· - ---- ---- - ·-· 

3. Church Orgf.1.Ilisnti ons . 7 6 6 6 114. 39 
I ' - - · --- ------ --···-- ' 

;15 
-- ---, 

,4 . Rcl o.tivos. 6. 5 5 8 39 I 
I • ! -r- . 
:5. Friends . 3. 8 11 12 ! 5 39 

Approxinat e order of 1st ; 2~d 3rd. · 4th. ' 5th. 

preference . • No.4 No2 No.1 No.5 No.3 

It can be s een ihat the difference between tho first three 

place getters was very narrow but 1Relatives 1 nust take first 

place because of its clear load "8 :fii.st choice. 

One I'1ight have expoctcd a higher r ating f or governoent 

deparioents considering that every woaen, was r eceiving a 
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social wolf ~xo benofi t. One conclus i on c ould be thnt 

t hey r og:1rd those benefits a s theirs by right ond that they 

wero judging the issuo on tllo kinds of nssist o.nc o giv en ov ur 

nnd ~bove tho benefits. 

In c onsidorint; 1 he lpfulness 1 t hJ uoncm lJ.CY h.'.'..ve autouo.ticnlly 

consida r ed this in n::-.tcrinl t or·:s . This ;:iit;ht then ,;.ccount f .Jr 

tho r cl.:.i.tivoly poor porf or!:.:!0.1100 of 1fr ionds 1 fr ou whon ,no doubt, 

r1or a l r ather th&n re t oriD.l support is ;__1or o l i kely t o bo 

f orthco;·1ing. This would bo oven co r e obvious in tho c ;:>.se of 

1 Church Orgnnis '.'.tions . 1 

Tho f o..ct trot 1 Ftol o.t i vos 1 t ·~·ck first pl<lco indic~ttes 

t ho continuint:; i ::iport2.Il ce of f 2.:1ily tic s i n t ho giving ~'.Ild 

r0 coivini:; of ~'.. s s ist .'.lllc o . This wc.s furthe r illustr o.tod by 

t ho r esponse t o tho quosti on - to whon would you nost r oo.dily 

turn f or o.ssistcrnce in tL o of trouble? (unspecified) 

1 Relo.t i vos 1 r e ceiv ed the vot o of ex:ictly h.o.lf the: Sru::lpl e . 

Tho r ol G. tive uost froquently specifi ed vl2..S 1r:othor' f ollowed 

by 'par ents' ,f cur said 'brother'. Anong tho other 5o/o wer e 

e i ght who would turn to frie:nds f i rst, throe who would pref er 

not t o turn t o any one. Ono s aid she would turn t o the Social 

Wolfnre Dopart nont as first choice . 

It was f elt nppropria t e at this point t o oxanine tho kinds 

of assistanco :J.ost likely t o be s ought. They wore nskod in 

what ways they thought thoir position as head of a singlo­

parent f anily n i ght be bproved with outside help. 

The neans of as s ist/J.Ilce nost c oononly nentioned was 

financial ( 32. 5%) • This was f ollowed by the l~b who sp ecified 

he lp with hone naintonance e . g . gardm1ing, digging and 
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11'.:ndyna.n re:p~irs both inside ond outside tho house . Another 

15% s c id t hoy did not nood 8Uts ido nssis trnce of eny kind. For 

17. 5% t he ir pr cf or oncc H'"'.:J f :ir tho ldnd of nssfot.:m.cc thd 

woul d enc.bl ..: thou t o b .... indopondont or sdf-suffic i0nt. One 

wnnt 8d t o use hur indepondcnco t o extend he r s ocicl C•Jnt.-ccts . 

For the rou['.ining 2~ t hCJ he lp spvcL:ivd vc.riod t o i n clude 

help in controllinc cm old0s t d :J.uc;hte:r, clothing , .:-:cco::.i.nod ction, 

:'.Ild tho 0xpr ossod noud f or ,..,_ Ui1.tc with whoo she n i eht sht"'.r o 

her life.: . 

(iv) KinshtR Rol.2:."ti.2.!1~· 

(n ) Outside t ho Nuclonr F! ;llly. 

An a.t t c· .pt w"s o.."..do t o ost --.blish tho extent t o which 

r o l .'.'.t ives ui eht be involved i n l ondinG support t o th~ir 

divorcod or sopo.r tcd kin. Tho first f~ct t o ~~t~blish 

W.'.'.S t he doeroe: of cont,"..ct these fc.uilios ui eht h~vo with 

t he ir r c l d ivos . Thirty :.ot h c: rs (75~$) wer e f ound t o h-:wo 2 

continuing cont.:.et with blood ro1.~.tionu of ~ny k i nd. This 

i s cloco to tho 7Cf/, ccntc:.ct f ·und by Webster (1972) in n.n 

intorvL :w study of n r !"'.:c:don S.'.1.::1pl c of 133 i nt :..ct n .::-..rri"-GCS. 

The f reque ncy of cont~et did of CJurso v:-..ry .'.'.S d1id t h0 po.rt-

iculnr clnssific:-..tion of r oL.tivo wi th whoo t hc;;y hc.d cont i'..ct .• 

C'.".scs of r ol c.ti ons dclibc r {'..to l y .::voidi!l£>· cont .:'.ct since the 

nothcr 1 s s cpnr c.tion wor e r ,-,ro-in only two cc.s es . One ::Jothor 

ho.d nine si blinea in tho ~folli!1gton n.rcn of whon sho sn.w 

nothing. The no.i n r eo.aons f or non-contnot with .r ol .:,tives 

secned t o be either t rot they wor e n.11 docon.s cd or th.".t the 

distc..."11cc i nvolved W['.S pr ol;U.bitivc . This could r eflect r c l c.tivc 

11'."'.l'dship; W0bstor f ound thnt distance did not affect contact 

w.i~ totul kin, though it did s ooevhD.t i-eAuoe. oaxrtao$ with 

fii-st ol!'der kin. 
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For contact with the (Gx) husbc..nd's family the 

situntion wns corapietely reversed. Thirty women had no 

further cont act with in-laws . Seven suid they had n little 

c.ontact (mainly f or the children ' s so.ke) .'.llld three said thny 

had £. close relationship with in-lnws. One qun.rter of the 

women reported a definite ch..'Ulge in their kin rela tionships 

ofter separation. In one ccse only was t:t:ere a.n improved 

r el ationship ns n. result of this chnnge . ! ... gain reference 

t o Webst er's findings indicates that the norm f or intact 

r.w.rrinees is cquc.l contact with both husbc.nds' mid wives:' 

kin. Broken nnrriuge the.ref ore means l 08s of kin. 

Worl:ing on the posoibility t ho.t one broken mn.rringe night 

beget rJnother brokGn marri age , the mothers were asked firstly 

if their parents hll.d been or nre still happily married c.nd 

secondly if ~heir (ex) husbnnd 1 s pnrents wer e likewise . For 

the wonen, ten (25%) said that their parents.• marriage liad: 

not . been successful. In the case of the (ex) husband's. 

parents this figure r ose slightly to twelve (30%). Given 

the f act that in 1969 ther e were 24,971 marriages in New 

Zenlnnd corapered with 4 ,108 petitions filed f or dissolutio:m. 

or nullity o-£ mn.rringo (1971 New Z.ea l c.nd YGa.-r Book), t.he 

marriage f ailure r ate f or 1969 might be assessed at 16.4%. 

The :fi'igurea of 25% nnd 3C1'/o in this group then suggesta t hat. 

there is. some claim for saying that unhappy mnrri~ges begp.t 

~e~ unhappy ma.rri~ges in succeeding generations if the 

Chi-square t est oan demonstrate significance at the .05 level. 

In fact: it oan be shown to be significant a t the .01. level 

(see A.ppendix. E) (The ~e of 4,108 would of course be 

inflated by those who have separated but have taken ~Di>" i'E:gll 

proceethngs for divorce.) 
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(b) Within tho Nucl e1lr F~.J.i l_;y. 

Under this hondint; tho1·0 wns .'.ill c.t t0upt t o build up nn 

nss ossr.mnt of f 12Dily int t; r nction c.s so un throueh tho eyos 

of tho nothcr in order t o ?.scert '.'.in the l uv ol of nutuc.. l 

c o- Qpor (1.tion r.ind aff ection bot wocm uothor .~d chi ldren. 

Firstly, the ;::iot hcr s wer e ~skcd ebout tho l eve l of cor:.nunic.­

- a ti on t hat oxistocl be t ween t hou 1m d the ir children. Of tho 

t ot nl so.r.J.:Jlc only throe n 2thor fJ uonti on0d o:ny tSTOnt difficulty 

in thi ::.i r e spect. Ono nothor ooid th'.l.t he r children only 

confided nuonc thens c l v cs o.nd thr: t t hu r o wn.s l i ttlo 

confidonco be tw·ccn p'.l.r ont c..nG. children . imot i1or s .:>..id sho 

spont nuch of hor tine jus t s crot:r.ning at the children. Tho 

third sa.id thor o hnd been o. coupl \;to b r onkdoi·,n in rel .'.'..ti ons 

botwoon he r self .::rnd hor eldest d['.ur:;ht c r who f ol t s trong 

dootionnl ties with hor :fr. t hor. 

A fUrthor f our did ::cntion sono unusu•~l a spects of 

coonuniodion. In one f c.Gily t here w.:i.s rro pby.sd.cnl c anto.et 

be tween ncnbcr s , insto::i.d n r:-:thcr le'.l'ge dog wr.i.s h'!.ppy t o 

provide t he foc~l point f or f c.:~1ily affecti on. Two nothors 

felt they were inclined to confide in their children t oo nuch 

in the c.bsonce of nnothor o.dul t. 

In spite of these varinti ons, it wns clear t h:it f or 92,5% 

of the uothers the re were v ory few problons with inter-fa.oily 

o orm.urlcn t i on. 

The next topic discussed centre d around authority and control. 

Thirty wonen ( 75%) sa id that this area presented no D.c.'1. jor 

probileo.s,nl though six of thon qualified their nbili ty to deal 
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with particular a.spoots.. Three found that tho cldost child 

wus providing porticulri.r problooa (thoir a.gos boing 14,12,7) 

Tho othor thxec sr~id tho si tw. .... tion would be bettor if the r e 

wo..s o. :.;nn t o help out on g_uos tions of pc.r ontc.l c ontrol. 

Of tho r rn::12ining t on 1-ror1on, oight f e lt th.c t th\; situ '.ltion 

wo..s out of hnnd or r o..pidly boconing so. Thro o s o. id they sinply 

did not o..tt o;-_1pt t o oxorci:::;o nny c ontr,;l. In o:'.Ch cnGO tho 

children invol vod wor e tconr.[;or c3 who mcl str:.rtcd drinkini; 

c.nd lccopinG tho hours of tli:..:ir choico . l1nothor hr.d rolinquishod 

tho c :mtrol of hor throe oldest sons t o the c nro of s .t ;:i.to . 

A ninotoon yo cr old :_.ot her s ::'.icl cho could net i:J[l_TJ.O.GG hor s even 

uonth old dc..uehtor bc c'.lus o 1 she: h .':'.s hor f .'.'.thor' s violent 

to:_:por. 1 Tho uothor of two boys ''.god f our c.. nd t hr 00 cc~1plciinod 

that they ' d on't soos t o respond t o uy b~shinGS . 1 Two f e lt 

they wor e lnving probl o::.lS but ui th pr..:r sovc r onco t hoy could bo 

ov orcono. 

h. discussion contc,rinr; .:.:.r ound fr ocdo:·1 "Ild/or independonoo 

yielded further infor ri.:::. tion in Di'.ttc rs discussod under 

nuthority/control. Tho ;1othcrs wcro e.akud t o discuss the extent 

t o which they wore strict or unsy-goine with thoir children. 

Only s even (17.5%) would cle.ssify tlwusolvcs ;_:s being liboro.l 

end/or do~ocrctic in their de&J.ings with their children. For 

twelve (3Cffo) they did not think tho question reo.lly o..rose 

(nainly bocnuso they thought the childron were too young) E'..nd 

n further throe sinply snid th.at they had never ho.d problcns 

in this respect. Fourteen nothors (35%) indicc ted thnt they 

always tried to exorcise c f nirly closo dog.roe of cont r ol 

nl though nnturnlly this dogroo vnricd ooong thou . The c.ge 



of tho children wns c. sit;nificnnt v -:.ri n.blo , Four wonen 

r e porte d finding c ontrol o. p:rc bl ci:-! ~ Ono co;:ipl::.ined th:'..t 

'Tho Little Hcd School Bo k' h;:.d bo;.;n o..n '.h"ldor .:.!ining 
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influence . A.. Pnkeh.'l. vro::.:~ th::YUght t h~'..t Mc.ori children wor e 

given t oo auch frocdon o..nd t h.'!. t t h i s k.d on uns e t t ling eff ect 

on her h:: lf-c -:-,stc children. 

Judging by the r osponsos csivon , enc :..~ ight f c.irly c onclude 

th.-..t tho pr oporti on of woue n prop~"'..ro d t o be 1 libor o.1 1 with 

the ir childre n v.:cs co~iv~r ''. t i voly s nn.11. Whether this u -:.s 

o. product of the one-p ''.ront situ :tion is difficult t o s c.y. 

The work conducted by the Ritchics (1970) suecests thd it is 

not, 

In l ooking c•t the intor '.'.cti on cf siblincs thur c. wz"'..s f ound 

t o be tho usui'.l good-n:cturcd riv<:.lry which frequently 

doBoncr nt od into 1 scrc.ppine ' • This ires r 0t; '.rded ns con plot 0ly 

nornc..l by ,".ll concornC; d, Ccrt '.l.in coubin'.l.ti ons 0f siblings 

wor e not e d c.s producing uor o k~r:.:.1ony t hen others. In otLly 

throe co.s os w.::.s thor o trouplo: two of tho nc thors s :-i.id that 

tho intor-si bline; fighting wn.s serious whilst tho third 

said thnt her two dnughters 'h~ted co.ch other liko poison 

end hnd nbs olutely nothing in c oUL1.on.' 

In considering tho future outlook for their children tm 

prevo.iling t one wc.s one of optiuisn. Twenty six ( 65%) said th2.t 

t}l(;y l ooked to tho future with r onsona blo confidence for their 

children whilst recognising sono of the shortconings tho.t now 

existed. Ono thought thc.t tho children would only succeed 

through hor efforts,others were hopeful thnt tho future 
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would bring s ooe D:'.sculinc influence: . Only ono s aw tho future 

ns boinG be t tG r b0 cc.u s c of the father's dep:: rturG . Rc.thor 

the onph:csis w.::s on wo.,ys by which the pros e;nt iub ".l nnc c.. 

cc.us ed by the fnthor' s c.bscmco L1i ght -bo corrected . 

For el ovon ( 27 , 5%) tho .::;.ut l o,)k f or t hoir childron 

pros on t e; d pr obl cns i-rhi ch v :.'..riod C ·.~nsidorCJ.bly, In six C'.'.sos 

tho uother w,-::.s concerned c.bou t po.:rticulnr children , Four 

woro spccifico.lly worried /\.bout tho boys in thGir f~y. 

Other s orts of concerns includod. ·nnxioty ':'.bout tho childron 1 s 

enpl,)y.:iont prospects s i nco onny 

irnrried o.b0ut the l n.ck of n ;:.1.:i.l (j ul o:1cmt in tho childr onls 

l iv0s . Ono wonnn wr'.s c.nxious t hd s he: n ight l ot tho children 

down if sho bGCc.oo t oo d oprc. ssod but sho J.ls o s c.id t hc.. t this 

W.".S bettor tho.n hc..ving two unh-:i.ppy pc.r ents . lrncthor felt 

thr.~t tho pr ospect s wore; not bright far her children bocc.uso 

of hor poor hc2lth. The r or.inining thrc.:; f Glt th.'.'.t the y wor o 

unable t o predict their children's future . 

(v) Fc:Jily Leisure . 

As o. group , tho f cirty wonon iror o f ri.irly ovonly divided o.s to 

whether they f ol t t mt the r e wor o sufficfont lEliaure nctivi tics 

for thonsolvos, nnd t heir f o.nilies. Over h nlf of then 

(55%) s nid thnt on tho whol o tho situntion wc.s fairly 

so.tisfnctory. Thore wore s one nisgivings of c ourso,po.rticulnrly 

in CQSOS Wh8rc the childrcn, o.s t ecn ngors , wore beconing 

incrensingly indopondont end going their own wny in their 

spnro tine. Other o others had actively encouro.god this 

deve lopnent been.use they wanted to be frco to go their own 

way theo s elves. This group o.lso included nothers with young 
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c.hild.ron who 112.d no priv:i.t o tr.:nsport ye t uho c onsidered th'l.t 

the ir l e isure o.ctivitios wor e s.a tisfno.tor y . Thoy h:id eithe r 

ndjustod t o tho situntion by u '.J.ki ng tho bost of it,or f vlt 

tho..t nt 100..st tho si tuo.ti on w,:;.s nn i Dprover:ont on wh::t pr ovniled . 

bef or e t heir ( ox) husbnnds. l oft. T1rn v~ornn s o.id they nov or 

wont ::i.nywher o 2.Ild wor o content t o s t o.y nt hom . Included in 

t hi s gr ,1up (with ono exce ption) wor o ell tho w:)uon who h-'.1.d 

f .'.'.irly r oi:;,1J.l '.'..r conto.ct with no .. 10 fri~:nds . Ther o wor e e i ght 

in this c::'..t ogory. The i r l e i sure t Lw w:,_s thor ef or o f nirly 

.::-.doquu.t uly fill e d with tho coupnnionship o.nd outings pr ovided 

by their esc orts . Tho ono oxcoption 11.':'..s n y ounc.; wowEln who 

f ol t trc.ppod by hC'.ving t o li vo with hor pc.r ents ::1.S she could 

not fi ncl nny suitnble o.ltornC',t i v o ncc ou.::~ od'.lt ion. 

For tho other 45~S of t ho {5r oup the position w::i.s diffornnt. 

For t hee. , l e isure etct ivi tios 11or o sinply not o. pat of thoir 

lives. RostrnininG f ,'.'_ctors nontionod were l <~ck of fino.nce , 

tino, o.nd tro.nsport. Sono f olt ait n l oss t o lmow whor e t o go 

or wh['_t t o do t o en j oy thoir l e i sure ,for othora t here wo.s 

no one t o enjoy it with,po..rticulru:"ly where tho child.ron 

wor e still under five . 

Tho l nck of fine.nee o..nd transport were no doubt intorrel nt ed. 

Sev en wonen specific&lly nent i on ed tho l ~ick of privnto 

transport i;s- being o..n obstnclo t o the onjoynont of l eisure . 

Of the entire group~twonty e ight (7~) had either no privnto 

transport or no access to privat e transport ( e . g . through n 

son or daughter living nt hone o.nd owning n car or a nalo 

coopa.nion on:king his cnr pnrtinlly nvnilnble ) •With tho 
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nccjori ty of the group f ::!.irly i ;_r.>obilo , on0 s till did no t find 

th2 .. t th:.'.. t thi s wr.: .. G noc '--'SSL'..ri ly a k cr t o enjoying leisure. 

Eleven wonon h..".d sc,tisf".ct cry leisure but no tr.".nsport 

whor ,ms fifteen St!.id the:y had uns,i.tisL'.ct ory leisure .::i.n d no 

tr.:i.nsport . 

3 . .ENQT IOIL...!~. 

(i) Effect on Chi ld of Fnthor' s ii.bsonco . 

Unde r this ho'.'.din£; the intorvicwel' .'.'.t to::.111tcd t o d :::: t ;:; r rc.ine 

how the bchr·.vi•:mr of tho childron in thoso f 2.Dilic.: s nicht h;-cvo 

boon dfe;ct ed oithor by t he t ensions l co..ding up t o p.'.'.r onto.l 

sopc .. r .'.'.tion , or t he continued ".bscmce of tho f ".th"r f ollmvine 

sop::cr rction . I t Wt'.S not c :; :asid~rdl th:'.t oi thor ph..-_sc in the 

child' s l i fe c ,;.uld bo c cns i d.crcd quite sopcr".t oly C'..S di stinct 

CC'..usos of pr esent boh.--..vi0ur oxcopt insof.ni QS it uas possible t o 

not e c.ny inprovo~.1ont or do t ori or :'.tion sinco t ho f ~.thor l oft. 

The; effects on ho c..l t h :-.ro noted c lsewlwrc . 

It wo..s f ound thd 40/ii cf tho u oth0rc cons i clor Gd t hc'.. t 

the ir childr on ho..d bonc.;fi tod by tho f ather' s dop'.' .. r ture: 

,w on t h·Jut:-;h in s ono c •.oes t ho si tu c-~tion w::i..s still f o..r fro!:l 

noriJ.o.l. In such c.n,s os tho nothers s c-,.id tho position w:i..s 

bot tor them it would h.'.'.VC; boon if tho pr .. ronts hn.d not sepc:.r r'.. t od. 

For inst <:'..nce in one f onily the o l dest daughter wns still 

enotionally r.ttachod t o hor f .. -..thor :md bo co.usG of this she 

w tis providing the nothcr with a. behnviournl problen. 

Nevertheless the uother considered hor dl."_ughter wns still 

in n ooro advr.nb .geous position , onotionc..lly, thnn if her 

pa.r ents ho.d continued t o live t ogether . 

A further 32 .5% considerod thnt,insof r.r ns the children's 

behnviour wc..s c oncorned, the sepc..ra.tion or divorce hnd not 
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been a good thing . Tho ro;:_1:J.ining 27. 5% f cl t th:i.t tho 

departure of tho f nthu.r w::-.s not c. r clevont c 'msider ntion 

in e.ssossing their children 1 s bc hnviour . Th0 L...'1- in r oc..s ons 

given in this c ~ctoeory wor e t hc.t tho children wor .; t oo 

young t'..t the t i :·10 of s 0pro'.ction t o h:-'..vo dovolopod nny actual 

tios with t heir f . ~ther or th::.t it ho..d boon t oo r e cont or t oo 

l ong ngo . 

In 57. 5% of tho fr.nilics the not h;;r s c onsider ed thnt ono 

or nor o of the chil dren hc1d bcLn ouotionc..lly disturbe d by 

events pr e ceding t ho s opc,.r n-Gi on. I n niJ.Dc f onilios it wr..s 

tho oldest child only :::.nd in two f L!.!·.:.ilLs o~ch, the el dest 

two children 'll1d the youngest two. In the r eu2inint; tern 

f c.n ilic s of t his c~tcgory o..11 childr en WGr o st'..id t o h t '.V O 

be en rulvorsoly c.ff0ct cd but in fi v o of tho<:" c.. spontmrn ous 

i;:.iprovo;,:_iont since t ho f '.'.th:; r 1 s du pc.rturo wns not e d . In tho 

fr.nilioE: wher e tho eldes t or yow-igost only vrc..s s c..id t o be 

r~foctod only one !Jo thor mentioned any improvement in that 

particular child since s e paration. 

The effe cts noted by the 11othor s vari ed . The nost colillllon 

one was nervous t ension a s a r esult of cruelty inflicted by 

the father on the nothGr or tho children thomselvGs. In 

two f a.uilie s the anxiety was said t o cause asthna , in another 

enuresis. Anxiety was also said to have undornine d one child 1s 

sense of s e curity, and in another f amily resulted in the two 

eldest children be ing 11 broody" and bottling things up. One 

mother f elt that her own emotional upset was transnittad 

to hor child who in turn reacted adversely.· 

In considering the question of delinquency aI!long the 
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childron it was found tha t it occurrod in throo faillilics 

f ar:.i lic s to a mino::' ext ent . Thos0 c l assifi(;d as 1 s ·:orious 1 wore 

the: instanc'-'r3 whurc tho children involve d hc..d app0ar od in 

CQurt for thoir offz;ncos . In two of tl1c:; -(;r..rou uas os, tho 

children had b'"'(;i.l conr:;.i ttod to i11stituticms fo1· thoir 

offoncos 1 in 'tho third cas o tho off'ondo:.1 was placed on 

probation. In ono f acily a ll three of tho bo?s had boon 
t he; 

conni ttot' .. to -~ ho ct:co of/state 1.rhj_lst tho t hrew sisters 

(all yotL."lgor) di_d no·c appoar to havo boon affoct (;d in any 

way . Of tho five lanili....s having L:inor problons , frn.Ir of 

thor:i contained aclol oscont sons who wur c asserting thoi.r 

indo p-:mdoncc , drinking nnd ' '::eoping tho ir own hours . I n 

throe of thos e four f aDilLs ·c he youths ha d co@~1i ttc d ninor 

traffic offoncos. In the fi:':·~:.1 ~ai-:iily tho c ldost boy , agod 

ton , had boon refus i ng to attond his loca l school and so 

had oovod to live wi-'.;h his gra;.1dparcnts to a·c t end another 

s chool . His mother s aj.d. ho had now s c '.;tlod thoro satisf actorily. 

Ho was r opo1·t od to ~'1avu a stl.'ong oLwtional a ttachBcnt to his 

father although ho had not suon hin for 2bout five years. 

In looking a t ho~·r tho children in tho sar:pl 0 nixod. at; 

school it was found that 52. 5~6 of tho fanilics had no probloI!l.S 

in this r espe ct Flrilut the question was not applicable for 

a furthe r 12. 4% of fa.I:lilios . The r emaining 35% roportod 

that at least one of thoir c:h1lldron was not able to raix 

satisfactorily with t ho other pupils. Tho most common 

problon was the child b eing too reservod or shy to make 

fri ends r eadily. When asked tho more general question 

as to how thoir children raixed socially tho r e sponse was 
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sonewhat differ ont , as 6qb said that thoro wor e no particular 

problems and 12 . 5% sa id tho qu,Jstion was not applicable. 

Anong tho r onaindur, the r esponses varied. Two no thcrs adnittod 

to trying to kocp their children to th .. rJsc lvos and another 

h rn said that tlloir children ' s contonpor arius wor o too r ough. 

The children fron tho r unaining f auilics was doscribod as not 

. I 
being good nixer s because they wore ei ther 'backward''shy or 

1 standoffish. 1 

It was found that t her e wor o f ew probl1..ns in the view of 

Bo% ofltao ·r:ioth(.; rs as to the: i r children's associates. With , .· 

2ofo thor o wore v~ri~tions noted such as daughters and sons 

under t welve pref erring the conpany of tho opposite sex or 

younger children pref er ring tho conpany of older children . 

Ono Pakoha boy of nine would only nix with girls or Maori 

boys . Two nothGrs thought their children ' s fri ends unsuitable 

because thcy wor e 'rough ' Ono nothor nentioned an adult 

unmarried son who preferred the company of 'loose married 

women.' 

A question exploring the possibility of either girls 

or boys being more affected by t he father's · absence 

brought forward nothing conclusive. For 45% the question was 

not applicable while 17.5% found tha t the sexes were not 

affected differently. A. further 17.~ thought the boy ~res more 

affected,whilst 12.5% thought the girl was more affected. With 

ryfo it was not seen as a boy/girl problem but more as a question 

of birth order. Prob.ably the birth order explanation was the 

most accurate; on looking at the twelve families which said 
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either boys or girls wer e affected nost,it w::s found thnt 

in el even of the f a.nilios tho sox mu:;ied as most n.ffected w.::i.s 

thnt of th0 eldest child. 

The next discussion nt teapt od to ost n.blish tho children's 

ntti tude t owo.rds the ir f nthcrs ( as se :m by the L1othors ). 1 t 

wns f ound t hat in 2Cf'/o of fn.nilios the nother described the 

children ns being f nvour nbl y di3posed t owwrds the ir f ather. 

CollI!lonts in this cat egory r2.llged fron 'they tend to idolise 

him' to 'they hnve n smnll ·'lillount of ~ffecti on for hin but 

it' s m~inly pity.' In another 2afo of the fanilios t he 

e ldest child only lm.ew and liked his or her father whilst 

the other siblings wer e indiffer ent. In three f nnilies it· 

was t he eldest only who disliked the fr.thor whilst tho other 

siblings in two of the f o.nilies did not know him. In tho 

third f nmily it was the youngest sibling only who wns close 

t o his f <:l.ther but in this en.so tk~t father wns step-fG.ther 

to tho older siblings. In 27.5% of the f anilies Qll the 

children wer e disinter est ed in t heir fri.thcr . In 10}6 of the 

f amilies nll children were snid t o be ~ost ile towards. their 

f nther whilst in another 15% they either did not mention hin, 

did not know him or hn.d no contnct with him. 

The no the rs were then nsked to give their views on the 

effects (if o.ny) thnt nrose from the children hnving conta ct 

with their f nther. The f nther wns not available for contact 

for 37.5% of the f amilies, and for another 22.5% no contnct 

with the f ather was sought or mnde . This left 40}6 of the 

:t:um.ilies for whom there hud been some contact since separation. 

In 27. 5% of the families the children were still seeing thei~ 

f'other fron title to tino. Of the 4o% of the-: fnnilies who hnci some :-
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contact in the past with the f~ther, t he mothers in half of 

thom j udged t hat contact had not be en bcnefici c,l for the 

children . It was most commonly des cribed as being 1 disruptivet 

'unsettling' or ' upsetting '. In four f :Jl!lilies t he contact 

was judged to be benefici::i.l but in onl y two wer e the mothers 

keen f or this t o continue . In the remaining four f n.milies 

the contact was consi dered to be of neutral v<J.lue. 

In looking l'. t the question of whore t hey thought the 

children ' s loyal t ies l n.y , ?Cff~ of t he mothers thought the ir 

children 1 s loyalty would be t o the ir nother r .. cther tl1Wl to 

t heir fn.th0r, whilst 22. 57~ S:.lid t he 1 oyo.lty would be divided 

between both pm"ents . The remnining 7.5% were doubtful ns t o 

wh:ct their children ' s f eelings were on the mo..tter. 

Finnlly, t he mothers were asked t o ci.ssess their children 1 s 

views on t he m.'.:'..tter of their mother possibly providing them 

with c. st0p-f .'."..ther at some time i n the future . The lc.rgest 

group consisted of those who thought their children would 

be opposed to a step-f::::ther coming into the home ( 3o%). 

Reasons given for this attitude included 'the children a.re 

nwnre of the pitfalls of step-fathers, they haye seen other 

failures, 1 'the children wouldn't w:mt to shar e me', 'the 

children c. re never keen on my men friends ' ,'they c..re still 

involved with their father' and 'the boys are resentful about 

my plans to re-mo.rry.' A toto.l of six women (15%) were 

plcnning rem.:i.rriage but in a ll but the one exnmple given 

nbove,where the boys were in their l nte teens, the children 

were aged ten years or less and hnd no objection to the idea 

of n s tep-father. It wns found of the twelve families in which 
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the children objected to h~ving n step-fnther,in ten of the 

fo.mili es there were mainly t eenage children. This suggested 

thnt teenngers would be less willing th-.".11 younger children 

to ndjust to the changes thcct o.. step-fl'..ther might bring. In 

nil.di tion they might h '.'.ve felt less need for n step-fnther 

nt n tirae in t he ir lives when p.'.1.r ento.. l influences were 

consci ously being re j ected . This wns further illustrnted 

by the f nct trnt of the six fn.rnilies (15%) in which the 

children hoped for a ste1~·f '.'.ther f our ho..d children no older 

than eight. In the e l eventh fctmily there Here teenngers who 

were nl wnys joking nbout their mother r emr.rrying (in o.. good -

natured wny) .:i.nd in the twelfth fC'..ID.ily the f ourteen and twelve 

ye'J.r olds were snid to be in f c.vour 1 but only for their 

mother ' s a_.-{ke '• In a further three frunili es the children 1 s 

cispird i ons for n step-f nther •rnr e mixed. In six families 

(15%) the considcr '.'.tion W2.S not relevo.nt ns t he children 

were too young, nnd in .:mother six fnmilies the mo.tter of 

n step-father wns never mentioned . Finally two mothers 

said their children would hwe no objection if they did 

remarry,one of them saying that her daughters shllred her 

own view thnt nny intending step-fo.ther would h-.'1.ve to be 

of a high sta.ndo..rd. 

~his mennt thllt of the children who were old enough': to 

hnve formed some opinion on the matter 11I1d who in f nct bad 

expressed some opinion ,nbouit h-.'1.lf were reported to favour 

the advent of n step-f~ther whilst the other h~lf did not. 

(ii) The mother's adjustment to solo-pc renthood. 

In this section an attempt was made to nssess the extent 
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to which the mothers were person.'.llly nffected by the f .:c.ther' s 

n.bsence . I n c>.ddition, th0ir ovs r n.11 situ -·.t i on wCJ.s ev10..lu:ted 

by the interviewer in order to determine how successfully, 

or o.therwise they hr.d '.J.do.pt ed to thG new situation. Finnlly, 

their nttitudes to the future , including the possibility of 

rem~rringe,were exo.mined . 

The mothE: rs were c.sked whr.t they thought of their present 

role o.s n mother nnd how they fe 1 t this role hr_i.d chr:.nged, 

if nt nll,from the time of sepo.rC1tion , Exactly hnlf of 

them felt thnt their over2.ll si tuntion wc.s better l'.S n mother 

since they hc.d sepnr2tod from their husb;mds . However n 

quctrter of those who felt this v1·,_y nlso pointed out thnt there 

were ndditionnl re sponsibiliti8S (nnd worries) Qttnched to 

being n solo mother. They found thnt the dunl-pnrent role 

thnt they now hnd to fill wns often n difficult nnd demanding 

one. Some of the comments t hese women mnde included: 11ife 

is more orderly nnd secure but ther e is mor e difficulty boing 

both mother :md f c,ther to the boys as they get older, 1 'I feel 

nn improved nbility to cope but I'm worried about a. deadened 

emotional response to my children.' For the women who felt 

nn unreserved improvement commentG included: 'I ROW hnve more 

time to think nbout the best wny to net for the children: 

there is n better understanding,' 'I'm now unhrunpored by my 

husband's unreasonable idoQs, 1 1I hnve come to terms with 

myself much more,I feel more m~turity ruid self-understnnding 

ns time goes by, 1 'I do things now because I want to, I feel 

there is more purpose in life for me ' .:md 'I have been nble 

to relax more with things more st~ble .'.l!ld predictnble. I con 

take life as it comes without looking too far ahend 1 • 

Whilst half the mothers snw nn improvement in their lives 
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since separn.tion, s ix so.id th:i.t thoir life hnd in f c.ct become 

hnrder in the time th<:1.t they hnd been on their own. None 

s a id thr~t life wc.s ec.sier. S ome who found things harder 

did so on the b2.sis of .:_:.cknowl edged deficiencies in themselves: 

'I don 't·. h '.1.Ve :::.s much pdionce ns I used to, things r.. r e 

inclin0d to go t on top of mEt1 , 1 I fi nd it n stra in to insist 

on obodionco , I more 110.turc.lly give in to the children'; 11 

worry c. lot rmd need someone to tc.~lk things over with. 1 

Ther o were some mothers who felt th'J. t whilst their liv~s. 

wore not bettor or worse ( 35%) they did ['..Clmowledge certa in 

chcnges in their r ole as r.. mother. For inst<J.nce 27 . 5~"6 of 1:1;11 

women f elt that there wns more r esponsibility now then before 

sep~rGt ion. But 3afa S['..id they t hought t heir roles were 

unch.'.'.!lged m:::.inly because they h..~d c~rried most of the 

responsibility before ·::they become solo-p.:.rents . 

In looking a t their nttitude towards their ( ex) lrusbnnd 

only four (lo%) ndmi tted t o any lingo ring o.ffection for him. 

They described it in this Wl'..Y - 1We ~'.re still good friends 

but we couldn't live together c.g2in!. 1 1 wouldn 1 t go to him 

if he co.me here I would t ake him for the s ake of the children', 

'If we h~dn't had nny childre~ we would still be together,' 

'I have wnrm feelings for him but not love. 1 

For the remaining thirty-six women f oelin.gs ranged from 

indifference to intense hatred. Looking at the question of 

remarriage, three s..::tld that they hnd definite plans for 

remarrying ond n further three thought remnrl?in:ge was. a 

reasonable possibility. A further twenty-four (6o%) s.n.id 

that they would remarry if n suit<:•ble male was c.vailable. 
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Their r ec.sons f or wnnting t o r omC'.rry vc.ried but tho mc..jority 

emphasised tho.t compo.nionship wo..s their prime motive. One 

exception was o. wom[!Jl who so.id she would only rem2.rry f or t he 

children's soJro . At p~3~nt sho wo..s quite c ont ent t o r emain 

single !'..nd en joy mo.l e compa.nionship without r esponsibility. 

For the 25',hwho s n.id t hey would not consider r emc..rrying 

there w.;::; n high degree of 1 ndmitted 1 l oneliness. Others did 

not think r el:l<'.rri :::ge t o be o.. r enl istic nl t ernativo ns they had 

o.djusted to n. single life quito o.doquo.tely. Ono woman who 

he.d been sepc.r ::-tted f or seventeen yen.rs hnd b <; como v ery n.ctive 

in community welfnre work . F or he r tho thought of remnrrying 

wns unnttractive a s she f olt it would inhibit her fre edom to clo 

what she wc.s now doing. Sov er nl others mi::.de tho point t hnt 

e.ctivi ty W:'.s the best dof unce c.gninst loneliness . One woman 

f elt she h o.d becone t oo indepondent t o contempl nte r emo.rri,cge 

whilst ano ther SL"J.id she would not hC'..v e the confidence to 

remc.rry in cc.se she ho.d mor e children. The domnnd f or o.n 

unroo.listico.lly high sto..ndar$ frora nny future husbnnd wns 

given by one woman ~s n re~son why she would probnbly never 

r emo.rry. She spoke of n ' soul loneliness' o.nd the need to 

share her de ep spiritua l life with someone. Only one womnn 

. fl-6t 
gc.ve as n r eason for not remc.rrying the f (.•ct / she had seen 

the effects of too many broken hor:ws for her to want to try 

ngnin. 

In making c.. completely subjective assessment of each 

mother to determine how well she h ad adjusted to solo parent-

hood it we s necessary to truce into account her past aa 

well as her present nnd to ex..1I11ine the a spects of her social 
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flUlctioning nlrendy discussed. It wa.s decided to place 

e.:ich woml1.l1 into one of throe c c-,t ogories of l'..djustment 

( n.) - good ,(b) -neutra l,(c) - not good . The r esult was ( n ) -

52.5% (b) -17.5%,(c) -3o%. 

The neutrnl co.t egory included those wor:J.on who h.::i.d not Ll<J.de 

ffilY n.djustmont either bccnusc thoi r dur'.'. tion of sopGr n.tion 

wo.s too short or because t heir s i tur\ tion wns so unchanged 

s ince the ir ( ex) husbc:.nd' s dopc.rture t ho.t £'..djustrnent of nny 

kind we..s not necd0d . Their over nll si tuo.tion w::c either 

previously depressod ::md continued to be depr essed, or wa s 

rel .?:.tively good ·'lnd continued to be r c l c>.tively good . The 

3o% in the 'not good ' cc.t ugory wor0 those who folUld tha.t their 

o!.r si tu'.'. tion ho.d det,.iornt ed s i nce sepnrdion. For o. third of 

them this mcc.nt n det erioro.tion both physicnlly ['.lld 

emotiono.lly, for t wo thirds, i t w~s just emotiono.l,most 

commonly t Gking the f orm of dGprc ssion c.nd loneliness. For 

the 1.:ln jority whose adjustment wns found t o be good there 

wore m.:my whose mc.rringe hc.d been so unh!:'.ppy t~:.t just t ho 

simpl e r e l onso fron it autonctic~lly brought with it en 

improvement. This improvomen t w2s t hen subsequently built upon 

by the women t aking positive steps themselves (usua lly with 

the help of outsiders) to mnke their livos better. 

4. THE ''CANTRIL"· QUESTIONS. 

The group w~s asked nine questions thnt hn.vo been used by 

Cantril (1965) in examining components of s atisfaction. They 

were chosen b ecause they provided nn opportunity to compare 

the groups" responses with those of 'Cnntril's Americo.n S.'.'llllple 
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2s well o..s giving the opportunity to study sub-groups nnong 

tho wonon thomsc lvos . By do ing this it uo.s h oped to more 

o.c cur~ct oly identify sonc difforoncos in o.tti tudos bctweon 

this group ond n l.'.'..I'ger popul~tion. 

The nino questions a.r e so t out in Appendix D t ogether with 

tho proliminr'.ry c omiilont s . They .".re mm.bored one t o nino below 

f or convoni onco but occur in .. !Lppendix D nuoborod 60 - 68 . 

The r espondonts wor e a sked to identify t heir r e.ting for co.ch 

question on o.. sco..lo 0-10 (Ten to indic,". to strong ngrcement 

down t o nou ght indicc.ting c ~mplete disngro omont . ) Tho moo.n 

scores .".re sot out on T::-.blo 3 with some o..ddit i onci.l C".lculntions 

shown to indicc.t o the eff ect of cert ccin v o.. r i etblos on the nv or o..gc 

scores . 

trABLE 2_. 

Menn Scores on Co.ntr il 1 s Coraponcnts of Sntisf2ction . 

A. : B. I c . I D. : E • 
I I 

F. G. H. I. J . i K. ! L~ 



Key= A. - Cruitril 1 s Monn Rc,ting 
B0 

- lbroUp~'.8 .• :Menn Ra.tint; . 
C.- Divorced (13) 

D.- Sepnrn.tcd f or over six yee.rs (14) 

E.- Sepnr .:-: tod f or t wo yoc.. rs or l oss (12) 

F.- Aged under t hirty ( 15) 

G.- Aged over f orty ( 13 ) 

H. - With three or noro yo::.irs of socondo.ry oducQtion 

I.- Paying r ent f or privc.to fl o..ts or house ( 6) 

J .- .Children st i ll hc.ving cont o..ct with fn.ther ( 11) 

K.- Sorao degroo of child delinquency r eported (8) 

1.- Eaployod (12) 

Noto : Tho fi gur e in br 2ckets indico.. t os the number of lTOoon 

in or'.ch cc. t o gory. 

Some Intorpre t o..tions . 

81 

( 13) 

In compo.rinc; the group r e.ting with C.::mtril's moon r .:cting,ono 

finds t hn.t the group sc,ores nro l m·mr t hnn the C:'.ntril st<'.!ldo..rd 

on the first seven questions (nll positive) c.nd higher on 

the l e.st two questions ( nll nog[l.ti vc ). With the gr eo.t est 

vo.ri o..tion occurring ir1 the r esponse to question one (2.5), onc 

might conclude thn.t the experiences associa t ed with sepn:ro.tion 

.'.l.Ild divorce a.r e not conducive t o the r ecognition of the importance 

of religion. It is nppc.rent,when looking a.t tho specified 

categories, thnt the r esponse to this quostion among members of 

this group, is more likely t o be aff ectod by nge thnn o:ny other 

f actor (7. 9 for those aged over forty as c.gninst 3.8 for those 

aged under thirty) .But oven tho highest scoring sub-group wns 

stil; ~0..6. behind C.'.l.Iltril 1 s moan suggesting n degree of religious 

disench..'Ultment arising from separo.tion or divorce. The responses 

to questions three (-0.7) and eight(+ 0.7) co.me the closes.t 
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t o the meo.n r .'.'.ting suggostine t hd the group members d id not 

f ee l po.rticul<:'..r ly helpl ess in w:i.king their mm l ives mor e 

sntisfying . The group r esponse t o question t hrco i s worth 

conpc.ring with t he r esponse t o ques ti on six . This shows t rot 

the gr oup woul d l i ko t o bo i ndopondent but its nenbcrs do not 

f ee l t h"..t thoy h.".vo sufficient opportunity to do whc.t they 

would like t o do , 

When considering carte.in sub--group3 , chosen be c c.use t hey 

could poss ibly i llustr ['.t o thei r r e l evonce cis v~:ri .:-cblcs in tho 

live s of t hese wonen , ono finds oono s cores V['.rying mor e 

noticec.bly t hen ot he r s . Those wil l bo cxr:nined s opc.r c.t ely f or 

the purpose of offering s ane oxpl cJ.1.,':'. tion f or t ho devintion. 

The wonen who had boon sep;u-c.t od f or uor e t ho..:n six yr;:-:.rs 

(column D) were older thon ::i.ve r :-..ge . Thor ef or e ,in view of wha t 

wc.s s c.id ab ove Cl.bout ~ttitudes t o tho inportc..nce of r e ligi on ,(N.o 1), 

it lrn.s not surprising t o fi;.1d them sooting 1. 4 above the group 

moon . In nll questions, except nunber 4, they showed c. 

gre-'.lter degree of 1s .:i.t isf '.lction1 thnn tho group c.s c. 1·1hole 

indicating th:'.t t his could be <'- functi on of gre .'l.ter n::-.turity 

in genernl. But they scor ed 0. 3 below the whol e gr oup on 

1 confidence 1 in onese lf'. This o.argin is not pnrticul~rly 

significo.nt but the indicntion is th~t old'er unc.ttnched women 

whilst be ing more I:.1.':.turo' than the younger unnt tnched ones, 

do not necesso.rily f ece the future with more confidence. This 

is more evident in column G (women over forty) where the scQil'e 

for number 4 dropped to 0.8 below the group's mean r nting . 

The r everse nppenrs to b e true for those sep('.l'nted for two 



83. 

ye::i.rs or less . They s cored l ower on the first sevc.m 1 pos.itive 1 

questions except f or tho 'confidence ' question being 1. 0 

o..bove the group ~nd only O. 4 below C-mt ril 1 s menn r ".ting . So 

they h"..ve raorc confidence t h.".n the older wouon but res questions 

ei ght o..nd nine r cvoc.l they ,'J.rc nlso norc worriod .'..'.11.cl o.frnid 

of the futur0 cond f oo l t ho..t life hold.s more tro'J.b l es or 

obst ~,cles f or tho LI. . This is shmm t o be n oro "- functi on of 

r e cent sepc.r:-i.t ion then just yout~ll'ulnoss or r.:.c.turity. The 

noa.n r ::.ting in quGstions e i i;ht r:nd nine f or woDen under 

thirty dropped 0 . 4 [~nd 0 . 8 r cs pGctively from t :et in c olumn E 

while t he wooon ov er f orty dropped 0 . 5 . o..ncl 0 . 4 resp8 ctively. 

S oruc further evidence of this wcs f ound by complTing responses 

t o eig{lt nnd nine in colurms D, crid G. - women sopo..r o..ted for 

ov er six yec.rs hcd l oss 'ilorries ".nd f -cced l oss trouble thnn the 

wonen-over-forty gr cup . 

It nppenred tho..t the nos t importo.nt single differenc e f or 

women sep~ro.ted for two yen.rs or loss WClS the f nct t ho..t they f e lt 

much nor e r e stricted t hen ~y of tho other wonen nnd l o.eked 

tho opportunity t o do whnt t hey woul d like t o do (see question 

6). This suggested t hnt t he bur dens and responsibilities of 

solo parenthood nr e more keenly felt during t he first two yeo..rs 

thnn nny other time. The ir responses t o questions seven, eight, 

nnd nine (column E) r einf orc e t his point of view. 

A comp~rison of column F and G demonstrates the nge vo.riuble. 

Question one produced a greater v a riction between these t wo 

sub-groups thnn ru:nong any other sub-groups. (3.3) Clea rly, 

then,the recognition of the importance of religion was 

(among other things) a function of increasing nge. As wns to 
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be c..:nticip.'2t ed fro:w the previous discussion on 1 confidence t 

the younger women were 1. 3 .i.bove tho t oto.l group ond 2 .1 

c.bove the older woo.on . They fell behind the older wor::ten 

on the 1 onjoynent 1 quustion but r~ted the11selves to be noro 

succossful. Perhc,ps the wouon over forty h.7.d h .:i..d r.10re t:il!le to 

consider t hei r nisf ortunc whilst the 1undor thirties ' were 

hopeful thr-:t the future would r oct:Lty nny wisf ortunes they 

now h~d . Of nll tho sub-groups ex.'.::.tlinod , the woucn under thirty 

gnve thonselves the hi~hest ' success ' rntine whilst the uori1en 

over f orty wer e only 0.1 above tho lowest success r ::.ting <'JJ.ong 

the sub-groups. 

Colur:m H did not produce ·'Xly signif ic.:::nt vr.ric.tions. Tho 

>TOElen scored lower thM nver.::go with t he irn.lJorto.nce of 

religion but hc d tho highest score onong the sub- gr oups on 

the r0spect t hey hc.d for themselves 2.S ['. person . One could 

tentc:tively c.rgue here for <:'.. link between educat ion end self­

respect . 

Considerint; thrct the worcien pc.ying rent for privc..te flc.ts 

or '.l house were the most oconon i cn.lly. depressed group , it 

wc.s not surprising to find their scores o.lso 1depressed 1 • 

Their grentost devi c.tion from tho group monn wns in response 

to the question on religion(:-2.0) They scored the lowest of 

any sub-group with questions thnee, four ond seven (independence, 

confidence and success). This suggests the iraport once of 

economic security on the nornle of women in this pnrticulnr 

position. Further,these women hnd been sepc.r.'.'.ted on an uvernge 

of twenty-two r::tonths, so they would shnre some of the problems 

noted in column B. 
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Tho group in which children irnro still hc.vinb cont c.ct with 

the ir f .c.t hcr did not produce c:...'1y not '. ~bl c v ::ri ::t i ons fron the 

eroup nenn except t hc .. t it conti"linod tho l owest score for 

question five ( enjoyuent of :.rest c rd'.1y) This could i:iec.n tlL'.t 

genornlly spoo.kinc; t~1i s cont c.ct is n source of irri t'.'.tion to 

tho raothers. 

The nothers reporting s onG dogroo of delinquency :.:.nong 

their children were n co: :pr:.r C'..tivoly 1 deprussod 1 gr oup . This 

shoi·red p:l.rticulo.rly in r c l c.ti on t o questions thro e , four ,nnd 

nino . Tho rosul ts wore f ,-:.;,irly stronc; f oe lines of helplessness 

nnd dcspo..ir .'.1.nd n conpc.r ntive l::.ck of confidence in theuselves. 

Their score of 6 . 1 for question nine surpnssed tho othe r sub­

groups by 0 . 6 indicc..ting c_ strong o l enont of worry c.s to the 

futur e . The children ' s rilsboh.~viour wns thorof or e clec.rly 

r eflect ed in their c_iothor ' s r usponsos t o these questions . 

This gr oup W~lS in t ot c l c ontrr.st t o tho twelve women who 

were currently enploye cl , They scored well .'.:'..bovo a!fer<'-ge 

on the first seven questions :md hnd tho lowest 1 ['..IlXicty' r (",ting 

in response to question nine . They showed that they kd o. grenter 

sense of beinc independent than ~ny other nowbers of the sub­

group (question throe) end in f nct aurpnsse d Co.ntril 1 s ne~ 

r ating. They were nlso t op-scorers on question six showing th'.',t 

they f e lt c strong sense of personol freedon. This sense of 

independence nnd freedom. i:re,s in t urn reflected in their 1'1.ck 

of feo.r nbout the future. 
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DISCUSSION I I NTERPRETll.TION AND RECOUI'.!ENDATIONS . 

(1) Discussion , 
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This study , be.sod c.s i t is on r. sex.iplo of only forty wor:ien, 

hns not .'.~t te;:ptod to e:st <eblish fr .. cts obout divorc ed ,"..nd sop,:;.rci.t ed 

f nr:lilios but r ::i .. thur hc.s bocm conce r ned t o d~~:~ov_qr t1w more 

typicµl and import 2.Ilt i ssues f [~cing fo..."'lili os of this kind . The 

ros e."..rch design hn e been construct ed to o..llow f or nc.xir:rum 

fl uxibility so thGt ~~n nwc.rencso of tho uniquonoss of onch f amily 

wc..s o.l ways clearly in view. I t is the nuthor 1 s conviction th2t, 

in r osoo..rch of this k ind, tho individua.l situo..tion should wnrro..nt 

ns nuch study ns t he so::i..rch f or coLJ.S.on trends ."..ncl intorre: l .'1tionships 

l'.I!long tl10 group. But whilst tho study uny hnv o been fl ;:xi ble 

ther e w:J.s tho necossi t y t o c.v oid discu::ision of i ndividu.'.lls in 

order t o pro servo complete coI).fidentic.li t y .r~d nlso t o be 

t oto.lly dependent on tho r esponses of the wonon in tho one 

intervi(.;w f or t ho solo source of in:forn.:~tion c-.bout en.ch f onily. 

Ther e were no f ollow-up interviews o.nd n o c ont.:~ct wi t h tho children 

or the f C'..t her . So tho study ['l)OU...'1tod t o nn invest i g"..tion of tho 

nttitudos .:md opinions of tho wonen t honselvcs (in c..ddition to 

tho in:forn."..tion elicited by tho f~ct-typo questions ), This 

necessitnt ed dea ling with the t opic nt a. l evel tha t coul d be 

compl et ely understood by o.11 t ho woson :~n t::o survey. Further 

these utti tudes , on tho dny , could 1' .... ~vo boo~: coloured by 
the 

extrane ous fnctors such as /p.:c.rticul:~r u ood of the wonen, their 

expect o..tions of tho study, or t he ir rea ction to the inte rviewer. 

(ii) Interpret a tion . 

(1) Ca.uses of Nc.rito.l Fo.ilurc : 

!nhe reusons for nnritnl f ailur e were f ound to be Vn:ried nnd 
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c onpl ex, Exc 0ssivo al coholic drinki n g ooer god ns tho dominnnt 

co.use of br oken narri ~.ge s , with seven ou t of over y ten bo ing 

.:::.f fe c t od in this wny to v~~rying de;gr oes . Coupl od with t ~1is 

excoss i ve; clr inki ng wero two othor n<.~ j or CL'.usos , t hose of 

physico.l v iol enc e .'.'.ncl financio.l irresponsibi l ity . I n o..11 

cc.sos who r o t ho husb<'.ncls dr r,nk exco3si vo ly t hoy L:.l so f .-:.ilod t o 

pr ovide ndequc.tc ly f or t l'.o i r f ~ iilLJS c:ncl i :1 d l but one C L".S O , 

tho viol enco " .. n d cruelty porpc t r '.'.t oc1 _--,r_ t iwse uor.ien rrnd/ or 

their childr en wc..s tho result of '"x cessi vo dr inl::ing . The 

f ourth s i gnificc..nt ca uso-c.dul t ory by tho husb:~ncl - w;:r; not 

closel y lirJrnd with tho other tln"h.: but "\·~ · : ~; sy·pt o:· 1_ :L-i_c •)f the 

gono Tilll br eo.kdmm in t he T.'.::ri t:c l rul · t io ~1sl::<.::; . 

(2) Fino.nee . 

It is clec.r t h:it the provision for ::.pproxiDo.to l y o. 2Cffa 

i ncrec..so in s t c.t o c.ssist c_11c o pro-.:idod in the Juno 1972 bu dGot 

o.llev i ::.t od tho f i11cmcinl pl iGht of ui vorcod end s e pc.rnt od Ho;_1on 

r e coivine s oc ial wolf[U'o benef its . Thr>.t such o. l ~:rgo sine-lo 

i ncre ::,se should have boon necosr:::i.ry illustr 2t cs t ho extent t o 

which benef i t s hc.d boc ooe dopross od before t ho budget. However 

the grinding poverty of t ho kind descxibod by r·b.rsden (1969) 

in Englo.nd wa.s not l'.ppc..r ont in New Zenl o.nd . Most woraon found 

they had to bo especinlly thrifty t o livo within their means 

and n lnrgc minority found tho provision of ·!ldoqWl:t:D~: Pl:9t~ a 

continuing problen . Whilst raost of tho group were una.ble to 

s nve nnythine a.nd wer e de pendent on hire-purcha.se to roplcce 

n ore expensive household iteras, noverthe l oss nost of the woraen 

nlso s~id th~t there h.' d been n distinct filll'ncinl inprovemon~ 

since their (ex) husbc..nd 1s departure . It seems then thnt the 
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c oi..1ponur·.t 0C. f ._; r \ y t he: ~~ c curi t y of ~en :'..ssurod inc onu ::mcl t ho 

i 11dopo:i.1clonco t o 0 '.cL1.inistor it . 

Wooon r unt i nc; s t :\t (, !1:.; :..wc;o ur 1m:~ts ~wro :.,or e f L: -.nci:-.lly 

::;ccu r o th. -.i1 t l::.oso i n ::;1:civ :·co l y r on t od i10usos or fl : ~ts 

bo c c-.uso t h ;;y sp:1:i.1t 197b l vso of t~ ;.,ir i.;,, c oJJ.~ on r c:nt. I t 

wns not surpri nir .. c, t ll<1 ri , tJ: "t ::o::.j oi:' t '.' "· . i : ... n in tho l .'.'.tter 

!'. f o, :i;uro 1.i f t l L, ~ ( GX) ht.H.!b ". '·,d~ 1 occup- '.tion::l c l :urJ ifica tions 

U '.'.S t ho pr e pondor:·.nco of t hose: in l.U1S~:i lL·: ,l or seni- ckilled 

occup :.tions . Fu.rthor r r:se:erch uould bo nec or.w . . ry t c ,1st C'.b lish 

th..'il..t t ho uorc hichly s!-;.illucl or micl:ill:.1.l .'. ::.: '.E is in ~ :i:.; 

Gli1pl oy:.1cnt, thv :Joru like l y ho i s to pr ovido ;'.lLt;_'i,,,'..'.t oly fo r 

his ( ()X) 1·rifc so th::'..t t ho c t d o is not c.:cllud upor .. t o r .. ssist 

with none t r'.ry bcmofits , Ther e is oviclonco her o t o succ;ost tli~-i.t 

this could bo tho e r.so . N2:;_w wonon nls o gc.vc ovidonco to 

suggest thnt Bo.intcnnnco orders rn'od t o be ::'.ore ric;orously 

enforced .::.i.gc.inst def .:i.ul tinG :;icle::J , 

(3) Enploment. 

Of twolvo wor.ien enploycd ~t t he tine of the inte rview, the 

grc~ter nnjori ty thought t hey uoro f r.irly po.id and t hoy uere 

also working by choice r c'.thor t ll<..':.n nec ossi ty • Their nbove ­

c.vc r c.ge morc le, sonse of purpose encl independence wc.s r eflected 

in their "Cc.ntr i l" ::icores. This contrnstod s h:..rply wi tll some 

of the ba.sic problems f ,_ced by the group o..s c. uholo :bor8dom, 

loneliness o.nd o. s ense of beine tiod do>m to one's domestic 

r e sponsibilities. 
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G-bcldy contin'.10C. to bC: ,;.ff;3ct0d b:;· th'-' ov o:..1t::-; , ~s::;o ci ·~t . .::d wi t h 

t he div or ce O:C' ;:i cpc·.i· -,_tio:-1 , the: 1·,n,por ti.o::, ~::;.c 3:'.>% i n t ~1is 

:Jtud.y . I: ore L1portm1tly, t huuc;:~ , 6c7:; f 01 t t ~1: --.t t h,:ir ho·:J. th had. 

i'!pr ovcd rJ inco t ho Lcw·o --.iJ.cl. 1::.: ,1. lvft i'..S "-c;:~i"1s t t l10 12 . 5% 

who f...l t t l:. ··.t t h(dr !io -.l t !.1 le: .c~ ·\;t ;_: i·:·.c1:::· . J~ ,;i~ . Tho corresponding 

i1roport ions f or t llo c l1iJ.clr1..-:: ' :; }:-.J -. J.i; ~ _ .r ~ .. : j 5% (ir.provod) '.'.ncl 

17. 5;; ( hoo.l th pr oblouG pn r siBt ::_:::J It U:'.S t~10 L.:othurs 1 vieu , 

than , th·ct t he ir llo ~·.lt}1 ~:::s ;:10ro .'.'-.ffucJc--cl by t !10 pru cc:d.ing 

Thi ::; c oulcl bo p:::xti,~.11y ccc ount e:cl f or by t h(J f -.ct t ll·-.t in ::io;:.1..­

Ci'..sos only tho cJ.. Cl.oct c:lild r u: :o:-:bL.r,.<l o:::· ~Y·.(l r.:uch C<'ffG '.Ct Iii t h 

his f "..thor, Further it rrn0a3 pos :db l e: tl::ct the Dot he: r iG :::or e 

likely t o tr.:-.i1.s!J.i t hor D.:uioty t o t he: eo 1clost child t J1:'..l: t o t'lW 

other. 

As t hor u W.'.'.S no cvidonco ci t hor :in t hi::; r;-t·:.·ly or in t l1c 

li tor<.~turo of boys 1 hoe.1th boinc '.:'.ffoctod i :or,: tlk'Ul c;irls 1 

( nl thoueh they wer e t:\ffuc t od diffor c.:ntly) i t 30 ,;;:.,s t hc.t birth­

ordor is ~ nor o i nport:'.nt indepondon.t vn.ri .'.'.blo ·l;h.'.ln sex f or 

ohildren in the:::;c f c!.!nlios , This b Ge.'.:'Dc evident not only in 

respect to hen.l th but ~~lso in r csp0ct t o gcncr[~l enotion~l 

dove lopmont n.s W9ll. 

It ci.ppe:'.red t m t tho hofl.lth of tho s .'.'zplo h .. ~d . inproved,m1d 

in some co.sos W'.'.S continuing t o inprovo , o.s o. rosul t of the ( ex) 

husbo.nd's departure . Ther e were t ho exc eptions but it se orn.:i 
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r en.sonC'J) l v t o conclude th·-~t t 1_if, t ,1:.sions of :.::1 U..'13 ~:,tinf ,ot 1...1ry 

nctrital ro l :'..tio~1sl;ii) ,r o :_,or•~ c orn~ucivc t o l .·-clt ~-, troubL,s 

::.:ml tho c l1ildrv: ~ . 

Tho :1r\ j ori ty <J f l:i.o t h e: r r; ( 6o%) e i t hur di_d :ic t t ~D.rJ,: t:t~c~t 

thu f ;:.t; .,,; r ' o ~.bs ..;:wo i1·:cl ., dol:.:: t c r iou:::: off ~ : ct on t!Kdr 

chi l ::lro ;.11 c oduc:'.tic1n , o:r L .d :.x:"r. por..; :i.tivc l:;.~ '.x::icL;_ ci -~~1 . Thia 

find. i n c i3 0onuri~ll~r su:p:~:iort'"'·l i;1 t :~.-, li t ..:: r1:'.t:U.ro o.l t lloue;h 

t hi s stu<ly has. no c lc;-.r oviclunco of tho offoct of f 0.'.ni ly 

br o::'1:-up durinc; tho fir s t t lJ.r()O yo.'.rG of s choolb.c ( r c port0d. 

in the litor·_'.tur•. ·:o ·o,, i nc; r_:u lD t •: ri01.~ 0 ~ 

Tho hu:::;b.~.ncnoso not hors 1 ~li t;h ,.,_opir ·.tio!'.s for t~1oir c llil<l­

rc::n 1 o educ'.'.tiono.l c..chievci::ent( rcport ~.::rl in th0 li t or .-:'..tUrCJ 

uhor o pov erty i ::J not '.:'. f ·~ct or) wns -:'.lso r oc or cl,_d i11 thi::i study. 

On tho ot her h:mc~ tho c-r oup I!. ·.s rw t :·.bk f or i t s O>-m t~o~1o r '.l ly 

low l ~;vo l of oc1uc: ~tion ( n.:.tchc.:G. 1)y th0 conor :'.llY low l c:v ol of 

thoir (ex ) husk.nds 1 occup~~tio;.r. l cl .s:~ific ·.ti on.) 

Ovor h ,-.lf of t ho not 1wrs sk.t od t lL~.t t :1oy uGr o s 8.tisfic cl with 

the schools ' p0rforucncc c.nd in -'.'. r uply t o i'. scpf'.r :,t0 question, 

over throe q_unrtc rs wore s r'.ti sfi cd i;rit h tho r ol ' t i onship of the 

children with tho t o:\chur o. Tho only t c~ ,---. chor proforonco 

getting cle::r ou pport fron t he nothors Ui'.O tho 42j who wanted 

no.lo t c.::.chers only for both their sons .:md dnughtors. This 

could reflect mi 8.nxiety c.mong sonc of tho nothors for their 

children to be exposed to a.n nccept c.blc nr.io influence. 

( 6) QQ..nruunity Rcl:J.tions. 

!he women were eq_uc.lly divided ns to whether or not th0y 
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:·:ml the prof or cnco f or :J t .t 0 houU83 ovr::r c; t ·.t 0 tmi t ::; ;r ,s 

n ot .".bl o . But t hu ilk . of ., co;:.c.u.::.;.c;l ·.r G.: s e t :w i c.1 0 f 0r single 

p:T 0nt a U['.S str onijly r c j ucto.::. - only t wo not~:·.::1·s e:irprcs:~cd ' 

it u::::.s not :.; o surr risinr:; t o fi:::J.~~ tl~ · ~t jus t unclcr h::.lf hcd novod 

houso 'vi thin tho vrovi ouo tuo y,;,~.:r :; , ~1lril8 t one in throo -~ '-cl 

novccl l~ouso wit h.i n t he p·:st wc lvo nont l13 . Po::rnibly thic 

<'- Ccountod for t ho e onor :;.lly l ou l ov ol of nc i ghhour-c ont .-,_et; 

this : ::.. tot o. l of 6<:% of tho mmon .' ,t.L"'li ttocl t o bc i n r-:; shy or 

hrwing insuffi cfont opportunity to do d people .::.nd r::urn new 

fri"'ncls . In ".clclition t o thi::;,45% clcs irod e ither frequen t or 

occ8.sionnl isoktion .'.:'.ncl 45% .-.h;o felt c. continuing stigon 

on t heir mt•.ri t.:11 sta tus uhich wo.s rn.c..nifcstocl in c.. ~.ri0ty of 

wnya. In t he finnl mu.'l.lysis, ~bout h'.'.lf tho not hc rs t enclcd 

townrds on introverted socinl c..ttituclo Whilst tho othor h ... 'J.l:f' 

f elt t ho desire to oxp~cl their socia.l contnct. 

The f not th...'l.t the uothcrs r egarded thoir r e l Gtives ns the 

prir:ic source of a.ssisto.nce toBethcr with tho f not thnt 75% 

r:L.'lintnincd contnct with then :i.ndic.'.'.t os the continuing strength 

of the widar f runily c..s c source of confort for those of its 

nenbe!'S who need it. This supports Webutarts (1972) finding 

that in the supposed event of f ur.ii ly eris~, even those who 0 

-t"o 
normally I:J.nintnincd low contnct en.Do up~the s ru:ie l ev e l of 

availnbili ty as others. Equc.lly, the evidence showed thr.t 
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c ont~,ct wit h j_n-1.::-,us cc .r·.,Jc.d f or t >.r oe qunrte r s of the uo::ien 

R1l -.tio;10 wj_ thin thu 

nucl c .:r f ·nil~' i t rJo lf suon od t o be 1·c ·r:; .Jn .b ly s ct i of .. ctory. 

. ·. ·- ·-
, 1 . .. ,..:... "' . ~ c: . .... :..1.. ~ind: t ho 

help t o ::.chicvo im1..c pcnrlor.c 1. ··'o.11'."1- a olf-St'.ff i ci2::cy . 

divir.kc.1 . It w.".s .,_ d.iu t urbinc f c ~ tur0 of t:U.3 :-;tucly t c· 

find t lv.t f or 45/6 of t he group, leisur e ·".ctivi t y out:-,Jidc the; 

hoo.o w:.s "..lnost ~on-oxist ,mt . The nos t inhibitinc f ::ct c'r . 

wr..s l-1.c~: of tr.".Ilsport but it w:s ,_,vie.lent t}c t r. no l o l"!'.lo t hcr 

ui t h you."YJ.c childr en c m.cl d :::.lso be j_nhibi t vd by L~c~c of fin."J.1co , 

or tine . I n :'.url it i on , t he t y po of housinc; c.nd it s locr'.li t y 

'.'.nd. the oxt ont of on e 's p0r sono.l int cro nt s :-nd cont 2.cts t ondod 

t o influcne o t he si tu:i.tion . It secns r or..s onnbl e t o conclude , 

t hen , th:~.t there is .'.".1. co::iplcx v .:-.rioty of f o..ct ors contribu t inG 

t o l1.. solo !:.10t hor' s unh<-'1.ppiness ,\b ou t l e isure uct ivi tics . 

M.."U"sden's evidence thnt hclf t he nothor s f ound t he effe cts 

of f r'.thcrl8ssnoss t o be h nruful t o their children nppr oxin2.. t ed c 

t l1e situntion in t his Gtudy. In the c .?.so of t he oothcrs 

f or whoil this im.s o. rclev e..nt consider ~.tion t ho ro wero only 
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av id.once iL tliu lit r · tur'; , whilst r: .. coc-ni:.; i n:; tha kj nds of 

c~ .,:·-.'."'.~ ~c c ·~u3ct~ b:,· t:1c ,.,bscmcc of the; f .t ho r pc: .. · so , [clso 

d.c::.10nstr· .t "' cl tlr.t t he uff..-; cts of J?ru- cGp.·.r ·.tiv:l t 'msi on t.'.ro 

r:1ore 0.-'.!:.~: r:;in;_; for c1:::..lclren then tho rcm.·l ts of tho e~-:rrin_;o 

br e:--Jrdu"";m .£.X_..£.9..~Lt.1.:.'SJ~.Q . This \·r.::.; inci.ic ·· tc..cl ir.. th-:. study by 

tho f--. ct th·ct 57. 5% of t ic :::.10 th0r s considor od t::ic.t one or 

:.lor e of t he i r c~1ildron h-:-:d boe;n. on::i t i on.'.lly dis turbed by t ho 

pro- sop:·.r ::·.ti on tc:nsion . This 3U£:i ·i::.s t;:; , -Cher. , tL ·. t i f t 011sion 

bchroen t ho :in1·o:r.:cs is such · ~s to r ender t ho :v.rri ·-.co tm1;or l:.:bl o , 

tllcm t h o c~lildre;n uculrl 'Jo I.lore ".dv c: r scly "..ff oct0d by tho 

tension c ontinuinc th '.E by tho pcr: · , ~::.ont clop·<.:rturo fr ·.: 1 the; 

hone of ono cf tho i.nront:: . It shoulcl not be t .:c~~cn fr rn'"'. thic , 

t hough , th:--.t it is inv~.ri "'.bly bettor f or p.-:.r onts to bro.::k-up 

if they t hink t hey ::r o incouvctibl o . I f t he r e cot1- l d be even 

the r oDotea t ch-:.nco of r oc onc i li ·'.tion t hen p.-:.ronts should 

strive t o f'.Chi ovo it . The ov id.cn".co ind.icdos t •-.r:.t t ho children 

will be better in c.11 r c s pect o f or h::-.. v i nG t ho bonefi t of t wo 

conpnt ibl c p::i.ronts rnthor thc.n one . 

The li t or nt u r o on clolinquency i n f~thcrlG3S hones further 

support s the nbove conclus i on . The evidence is thnt. delinquency 

is noro l ikely t o be c.. probl cn i n hones where poverty is the 

domino..nt cho..r a.cteristic or whor e t he children h3.ve no em~tional 

support from the pGr onts ( ~s is lilcely in unhappy unbroken 

horaes) • hS thos e s orts of situ~tions did not prevail in the 

present study it wo.s not surprising to find thd delinquency 
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ovor -:.11 d i cl not c ons t i t u11o ['. LC'.j or pr o blo. l r-.1 thou 1:;l1 i n t he 

t hr ·:.:o f r.: :ilino :"'..f f ,_ .ct u ', i t !'l· .d c :'..usocl c •;:-ir;id.-- r ::bl o J.ifficu 1t y 

I n t b.; c ·.se c uhur o 

t he childrc~n wcr G V':· cy y (:lmt.; or !n et. bum: i nct;.r: .blo :·.lcoholic s . 

r e: port ocl t hrct '.'-t l o.-:at 0 110 of t! mir• chi l c1.ro:!'.'. rr .::J 11 ·.vinc 

tr011-b l o r.i '.k i n ;; soci:;l cor:t '. C t : .t s c ~L, ol ;_:~c ::.nly b,; c"uco t hey 

l .'.lck ud k.s i c c onfi dc!l cc i::: thomsolvvs . This sw;,; ur,; t s th<'..t f or 

tho childr en of nt l o-:.nt c. t lli r rl of t ho f .'.'.L:ilics t ho (; ffoct of 

being 1 diffor ont ' Hes :1pp:1r ::m t . This c .-:.n ·:mly be [ '.ll ,cs s u.;'.lption 

"'.G nc cviclvnco is .:-.v r.il ::blo ::.s t o ulv.t tllo pr o port i on WOl1-lc1 

bo of child1·on fro: ~ 1 nor~ ·:cl 1 l1orn1s . Th ·-.t v it:;ht out of t cm cf 

t he 110 2:::011 u or o s :ct isfie cl. H i t h t lL ir ch ilclr on 1 s r.Gnoci:.1t <; :::; 

fm::;c;.~ st s t l:'.lt this ~1roblce 'J,_..,;y not bo ,:-, continuinc ono . 

J...s WC'.S t ho C '.'..S O in l ookinc; ·'.t thu chi l clr cn 1 s hrml t h , thoro 

w::o :no cvi J.onc o e.i t hor in t ~1io study or in t he l i t vr -'..t u r c, t o 

su;:;~;o st t h ,:.t t i11..; gcmcr<~l 8ff c ct of f .-i;Jwrlos::moss W'.S Hor s e 

f or oi t ho r boys or gi ~'l s . 1~c;.7.in t ho c li.ronoloc i cC'.l L"l. f;G v :: rio.ble 

un.s f ound t o be ;:ior o like l y t o dut or u.i no t ho degree; of 

di s turbrnco t hem t ho s ox of tho chi l d , t ho ol de s t chil d 

i nv r.r i o.bly bc:ing o.ffc c t od. ;::os t . 

Tho ev iden c e i n t his study SUfffSO St c d t ha t o.s D. group , 

t oonn.r,o rn wor e l oss wi lli ng t o :.1.ccopt n stc p-fo.thc r than 

youn(5e r childr en . Thi s is n ot 'lmexpoctcd , ns i t -wo.s c.lso 

f ound thl'.t of t hose children who dicl r: c.intnin e fa.v our::'..b l o 

i ma go of t he ir f ~'..thor it wns usuc.lly the e l dest one . The 
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close similarity between tho pr oportion of f nuilios in which 

the children continued t o s ee their f ~ thcr fro~ time t o tine 

nnd t hose in uhich the children wore ,1.lso thought to hnvo 

divided l oy['.lties t o both po.I'(;~1ts ( about one in four in both 

co.s 0s ) wo.s, on closer exo.minr.tion,found to be only coincidentnl. 

'J:ho so.no children di d not tend t o f nll into both cntegories . 

(8) ! ho Mothers.1· Ad,justnont to Si!!R_l e Pnr onthood . 

Wher e['.S 15~S of the nothcrs found thnt their life was now 

h:::.rder since they hnd been on thei r own , hc,lf of the women 

f elt thnt their over o.11 pos ition c;.s c.. Bother hnd irJpr oved 

since s ep'J.I':::. tion. This corresponded cl osely to the 52 . 5% 

who wor e :ffound to h;--..ve made n good ndjustuent in the sub j e ct ive 

.::mnlysis . Over nll , then,it could be so.id that one wonru'l. in 

every two intervi ewed wo.s either well 1.djusted or her 

si tuetion w,:.s i IJproving. Of the ot her h.".lf , 6o% ( or 3Cf/o 

of the t ot nl) continued ·..;o be ndversely nff ected by the 

mnrringe brenkdovm nnd di d not s ee E:.ny iuproveraont in sight. 

It wo.s this gr oup thnt wo.s most in need of some kind of 

appropriate outside nssistance, 

The group o.s n whole ,however,seemed to be nore optimistic 

nbout the futur e t~n the women in Marsden 1 s study, For 

instance , wher eas hnlf of the English wonen did not consider 

r emarriage desiro.ble,only n quB)rter of the New. Zeo.l o.nd 

women felt this wuy. Po.rt of the answer to this however 

could lie in the f nct thnt· in this study only lo% confessed 

to any lingering affection for their (ex ) husbc.nd wherena 

hnlf of Ma.rs.den 1 s snople felt this way (one third of his 

group pref erring some kind of de f acto marriage the second 
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tiuo '.'.r ound ). Th:.o l:Ow z c,··: 1.~1:. :1 ~T('L'u:Cl h."'.c1 ::1-~.cL n much clo:m or 

broc.k iri t h the p;_'.S-C r.n d t l:is scor'.d . t o 0n ·'.bl c t h0::i to ex pect 

:1oro fron tho f u ture: . Thu re ·~s,mc f ::i r u:i1t i nG t o r oc::.rry 

n ~tur!~l ly v:'.r L.:d . N:'.ny f olt t 11c noc.d fo r C0'.:1}.'\".llionnhi p ~:io ro 

r: -~rri . lY soL:l~r .:--n t h,_· c;r '.)unc1 of lie r prov icJUfj cn :p>:l r j_once in 

The: 1C!'.::-/ cril 1 qur)s tiorn:.: pr ov ur.1 ucef n}_ ·:s :-. : ~o '..'1S of 

ui t h both older :'.nt1 J")Ullt:;ur ~ro: ::<m ~ rl1.i c !:: one; r1i .·;ht uxpo ct t o 

find r or-;:1.rc1le 3s of s ep· ·.r, .. t i _rD. 'Jl' c:i v o:::·cu . F or oz: ·~ )lo tho 

ol der 1w;_;,on )l · .eccl .'. ~.i c:;!:i.or v -:-J .uc cm r L- li:;i on but tondc,: t o 

r"..t o tho:..i~ic lvo s l ouer 0~1 conf i :knce o.ncl s uccoas . Youth 

soom1cl t o h ··vc uor ,, hope f or t he f -._l tur o yo t t :10 ol d.e r >rnnon 

t ended t o enjoy life ::1or c . 

The burl~en of sirielo pnrenthood Sc) enod t o f c.11 n ost ho.'.'.vily 

on tho shoulde rs of t he group who lnc1. b0 en s op.'.'.r ..,_t od f or two 

ye .:~rs or l ess "Ild it is per h:ips tow.'.'..rds t he s e woaen t h.1-t , 

initio..lly, the :::iost outside help s hould be directed. Th....,_t 

tho woo.on livin& in privnto fl 0.ts :'.lld those w·hoso children 

hc d boen de linquent nt S OBG time , should e lUc rge ns de press ed 

gToups w:i.s not surprisinc . But n fo -.ture of this section of 

the study was tho enorgcmce of t ho u orl::ing wonon es the sub-group 

uith the highe st u ora l e . This suggested thnt independence 
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nnd nctivity gnve cw.! inwo.rd pride o.nd sntisfo.ction thnt wns 

·'Wort h nore than any outsiclo help coulcl ever be. 

(iii) RecoUDondntions: 

1. Thc..t nore stringent !'.lonsures bG c.doptod to ensure: tho.t 

.!n'renrs of mnintcnnnce nr e more rigorously f ollowed-up 

nnd thnt,if necesso.ry , nor e power bo used t o L1nke nttnchment 

order s on Wt:lges n uork.::bl0 c..ltorn.'.'.tive. 

2 . Tho.t the Govornnont r e- exru:.:line the u,:i.x:i.Bun ollowabl c 

income as it o.ppliGs to divorced or sepnro.ted wonon 

with dependent childr oE. 

3. Th:lt divorced r..nd sepc.r c.ted nothors be given priority f or 

sto.t o housing but th<'-t if poss ible , the:ir congr egation into 

p::i.rt iculo..r o:rens be avoided. 

4. Tho.t social i'.lld sporting clubs/orgnnisc.tions specifically 

oncourngo the ::-..dmission of s olo po.rents to the ir ti.ember-

ship as n rac2.Ils of pr ov iding so cinl contact f or then 

with people who a.r e not nl so s olo pc.rents . 

5. ThD.t service or go..nisntions make noro tine nvc..ilnblc to 

co-ordinnt e corununi ty nssistnncc for general r:mintenance 

work both inside end outside the homes of divorced nnd 

sepnrnt ed women. 

6, Tho.t the churches give serious consideration to the 

r easons for the gener ally low r nting accorded them by 

divorced nnd sepnrnted women a s potential sources of 

. -'-nssis .. nnce. 

(b) General Recor.nnendntions: 

7. That CO!ilL!U!lity resources be mobilised to provide additional 



98 

financi o..l L'..!ld counsolline o.s s i sto.nco to n othors during 

tho first two y c-:i..r of scpo.r .:'.tion . 

8 , Thc.:t schools po.y pi'.rticul o.r nt tontion t o tho soc i o.l 

integr~1ti on of children fron lio110s nff ectod by s c p::i.ro..tion 

or divorce '1.nd t hnt nnl o t onclwrs f or t hos e children be 

r ego..rdod o.s beinr:; a blo t o plny cm inporto.nt rolo in the 

childron 1 s so cinl ·".ncl cnotionnl dovol opi::iont . 

9. Tl:r. t divorced :l.nd s opnr nt ed wor_"en be eenor::i.lly enc ournged 

t o be o.s inde pendent ns possib l G s o th:i,t the nssist::u1ce 

given i s r ealistic nnd not clf'.':tnging t o the di gnity of the 

r ecipient . 

10 . Th.'.'.t working l.'lo thors bo encoura ged in every wny possibl e 

t o onintni n the ir s e lf-sufficiGncy .:i.nd thnt whoro f easible 

voc ::.ct i onc.l r otrnining bo .'.1.Vc.il :cblo if req_uested by single parents. 

11.Thnt nppropri~to o.dninis trnt i vo wnchinery be set up fo r 

i)ornnnont dinloguo to be ostn.blished between single pccrent 

orgnnisntions c.nd rolevnnt stnto nnd co1Jrauni ty orgo.nisc.tions 

so tha t the noeds of solo pa rents cc.n bo continuously 

reo..pprnisod and o..pproprio.te not ion tnken. 

12.Thut it becorao ns difficult to c ont:rnet into raorri nge ns 

it is. to contrnct out of it, The first step townrds this 

could be the introduction of compulsory pre-m.:iritnl 

training programmes designed to heighten nwnreness of 

the socio..l ,legpl. and moral obligntions of no.rringe. 



99. 
VIII 

~O:ME IDE.AS FOR FURTHE...'{ RESEARCH. 

1. The nenn r 0tings of life snt i sfr.ct i on borro1:1cd fron Cantril 

w0r e helpful but it would h :·w G been prcf Gr :"bl o t o non.sure 

t he scorGs of tho div orced c.nd s opo.r o.t cd wouon ngo.inst a. 

New Zeo.l n.nJ stc..nclo.rd. It would nppeo.r thon th.~t Now 

Zeo.l o.nd sto.ndc..rtl s cor e s should bo obtained , Th08e would 

c0rto.in l y bencf it furthe r r os on..rch on minority gr oups within 

this country , • 
2. It should be f et:.sibl L: , using tho contacts c.lro:l.cly ostnblished , 

t o extend the resonrch of t his s tudy to includG widows 

n.nd unno.rriod Do tho rs . Tho s o two quite distinct cGtegorics 

of solo p.'lr cmts could provi de n Deems of coL~po..rison with 

the divorced n.nd sepnr:1tod group ther eby yiddi ng o. broc.der 

view of singl c-po.r 0nt f n.oilics . 

3 . It night J.ls o be possi ble t o intervillw divorced or s e po.r ded 

f o..thors supportint; children 8n t heir O'l'm . No doubt the 

pru.ctico.l difficulties of l oc ".ting o.n .n..dequnt c o.nd co- opcr :;.tive 

s onple would be nuch gr0P.tor t han in the case of the uo thers. 

Neverthe less the vie w of singlo-p,'J.rent f c..nilios would be 

further broo.dened by such o.n exercise . 

4. Other studios might a lso be initiated t o include interviews 

with the children of such f runilios ns well. Research 

into their o.ttitudes n.nd opinions of fnmily rela tions both 

before o.nd after the parents' sepnro.tion would be of 

particular vo.lue 

5. There is scope for o. study concentrating on the o.ctunl 

school perf0rno.nce of children from homes aff ected by 

divorce or sepnrntion. There would be no difficulty in 

establishing control &G~UPS,y9-Ud do.t o. for comparison could 
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bo r oadily o..vrcilnblo . I t mi ght bo uoro difficult,howovGr , 

t o c or~pnro tho s chool pa rforn2ll.C8S of children fror:i brokon 

honos with thoso fr oo tho so-co.llod 'intact but unha ppy 

horiDs'. Tho l nttor group would bo oxtrono ly difficult t o 

identify. 

6 . Further to Ro coLuGnd~tion 12 , tho r o soons t o bo ml urgent 

nood f or o. aor o wido-r::nging , in-dept h study of the en.us es 

of no..rringo f niluro. Tho inforn:::tion de rivecl ther eby would 

be worthwhile f or o.11 poop:J_ e working in tho fi o ld of f iJ.I'.lily 

r c l ".tions . In nddition tho knowle dge go.ined would provide 

v11lu n.blo bnckground infornntion f or the proposed conpulsory 

pre- mo..rito..l trni ning progr~ea. 
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11PPENDIX A. 
19th May, 1971 

Dear 

~ Study of the Single-PQront Fa.nil;y__ in Now Zea.land 

] oo. proposing to study so;:10 socic.l, emotional o.nd econoDic aspects 
of the single- pe.rent nucleC'.r f ODily in Ifow ZBo.Lmcl for illl M.J .... 
thesis in Educ2t ion ·"-t Mas soy University. Hopefully, the thesis, 
will throw sone light where the issues n:re d present either 
confused,not rec ognised or ho.ve never boon thoroughly investigated. 
The sinele-pa.rent fo.oily nay stand to [;.'.'. in fron the study 
pnrticulnrly if,c.fter sone specific r esoa.rch, I au in n position 
to no.ke r ocoooendc.tions for renedi c.l action to appropriate 
quarters. 

The singl o-pnront f onily does not a.ppenr t o ha.ve been studied 
very intensively in this country. The r e lntcd litera.ture does 
not cover the c.spects I wont to invostigo..t e . To counteract this, 
I a.n appr oaching you a.s a. prnctitioner dealing with the day- to 
dny problens f aced by this particulC'.r group. Your conncnts will 
be v o..lunble insof n.r ns they will indicde whor e the no.in a.r oa.s 
of study could be conoentr2t ed nnd whn. t o.ssunptions nooc.1 to bo 
dovcl opod or r e j ected . 

With this in nind I a.n encl os ing sone questions which I hope you 
will .'.lnswer. Your responses will provide tho springboard for 
this invost i gntion o.nd help t o orient it in a direction tha t will 
f ncilitnt e tho study. 

Yours 8 incerely, 

O.M.WILSON. 
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QUESTIONS, 

It is o.pprociQted thnt s one of those quos tions no.y not bo 
ensily nnswor ed in n few lines . Fle ['.SC use nuditional spo.ce 
if necessary. I enclose ext r n po.per f or this purpose . 

1. Do you consider thnt the single-p~ront fru:1ily in Now Zonlnnd 
f o..cos clisnclvo..ntngos when coDpnrocl with the tw.o-pnront 
f ru:rily? 
You nny wish to respond under the f ollowing ho.:i.dings: 

( i) Widowed fo.n ily: 

(ii) Divorced f m1ily: 

(iii) Sep8.r c.t cd pC!.rent f ::i.nily: 

(iv) Any coobino.tion of those co.t ogories : 

2. If so,do you consider tho.t the disndv311tnges ~ 
sufficiently widospreo.d so o.s to require special nttcntion? 

3. Would you plo~so list these dis~dvc.nt nges in order of 
seriousness. 

4. Would you plenso list tho eff ects of those diaaclvantagos 
in order of seriousness. 

5. Would you plonse indicate wlmt notion you would consider 
o.ppr oprinte t o remedy tho problems you l"kwo identified. 

6. Would you plonse identify nny pnrticul~r contributory 
cnuses rolevo.nt t o tbeso problons . 

7. Do you thin}:: th.".t nny of those c.'.1usos hnvo peculiarly 
New Zoalnnd ch:u·actoristics or o.riso fron conditions 
peculio.r to New Zoo.l and? If so , which onos nncl wby? 

8. Would you pleo.se o.dd nny further coLllJents that you think 
are relevant for o. stucJ.y of the single-parent fnnily. 



Telegrams: "SOCIALDIR" 

Telephone: '46 485 

S.S.-32.A 

In correspondence with 
Department please 

quote 'reference 
number shown below 

Dear Madam, 

SOCIAL SECURITY DEPARTMENT 

PRIVATE BAG 
WELLINGTON I 

February 1 972 

Over recent years there has been a growing awareness of the lack of 
knowledge about the social and financial circumstances facing various 
groups of people in the New Zealand population. 

In keeping with this, the Social Security Department has accepted a 
request from a research student, Mr Ormond Wilson, of the Education 
Department of Massey University to assist him with an exporatory 
study. The study will consist of an interview survey of some families 
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in Palmerston North where the mother, like yourself, is a social security 
beneficiary and probably having to bring up her children by herself. 
From Mr Wilson's study, it is hoped to gain more understanding of the 
overall position of single-parent families and I commend taking part in 
this survey to you. 

If you are willing to be visited in the survey, would you please write 
your name and address on the sheet provided and re turn it in the enc losed 
stamped envelope to Mr Ormond Wilson, 93 Ruamahanga Crescent, 
Palmerston North, as soon as possible. This will indicate to Mr Wilson 
your wil lingness to be visited but it will not commit you to taking part 
because you may wish to know more about the study before making up 
your mind. If you wish to telephone him, his home number is 83 - 811. 

If you do not wish to take part in the survey you do not need to advise 
either Mr Wilson or the Department. No one outside the Department is 
aware that you have been invited to participate. 

I would stress that taking part in this survey is quite voluntary and 
that if you do _participate, any information you give will be kept strictly 
confidential to Mr Wilson only. H e has not been given your name 
or any other information. about you or your family. If a report is 
published as a result of this study no individual person will be identifiable 
in any way. 

Your participation in this survey is invited .. 

Yours faithfully, 

for Chairman 

Social Security Commission 

•, 



JJ>PEND IlLQ_ 

THE STUDY OF SINGLE-P,JIB:NT FiiMILIES. 

I wish to indicntc t h <J.t I '--Ll willinc to bo visi tcd in 

connection with tho c.bov enru:.1ed. study. 

·' 
ADDRESS: 

TELEPHONE NUMBER: (if applicable) 

LENGTH OF TIME !:.S Ji. SINGLE-P;JIBNT MOTHER: 

NU11BER OF CHILDREN: 

THEIR SEX 

THEIR .AGE 

Hti..RITAL STi1.TUS AND TYPE OF BENEFIT RECEIVED: 

(n) WIDOWED 

(b) DIVORCED 

( c) SEP .fl.RATED 

(d) RECEIVING ii. DOMESTIC PURPOSES BENEFIT 

( e) RECEIVING A. DESERTED WIFE 1 S BENEFIT 

(PLEASE TICK WHilT li.PPLIES TO YOU). 

S igl}Gd • . • . • .•• • • • • • • • ••• • 

~ ..................... . 
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Note : 

APPENDIX _D 

Intervi!l!w Schedule 
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Tho ques t ions here C1.ro t o be r ogc:.r dod ~cs o. gui de only 

c.s t o tho T:To.y the intervi ew -wns conducted . 

Section 1 Goner.'.1 ~. 

( o.) F.::in ily 

( 1) 

(2) 

(3) 

Dur2ti on of s ol o p::rent-hoocl 

Nunbor of boys/girls i n the f Goil y. 
I 

Chil dren 1 s n.rros . ~'lathers ngo 

( b ) ]\fo.ri t o.l. 

(4) Durntion of DQrri o.go. 

( 5) Husbrnd cont act: ( o. ) f or nothor 

(b ) f or chil dr en 

( 6) Co.uses of n2.I'ri ngo bro c.kclo~m . 

( c) Incooo . 

( 7) Ext ent of finoncinl incone . 

(8) How t his i s obt ni ned: (n) Socinl Welfo.ro . 

(b) Mo.intonnnco. 

(c) Enpl oynent. 

(9) If aoployod ( o.) nr e wneos f nir. 

( b) do you wor k of necessity or by choice . 

(c) does work (i) affect your heo.lth 

(ii) o.ffect your co.po.city to 

car e for the children. 

(lb) Occupation of (foroer) husband. 

(d) Expenditure. 

(11) Extent t o which you fo rego necessities of living. 

( 12) Extent to which finnncinl si tuo.tion has altered since 

husband's depcrtu.re . 

(13)- Extent to which you nre able to save. 



(14) Extent of unusual expenditure . 

(15) Natur e of house tennncy. 

(16) Rent pnynbl o . 

( e) Rea.1th 

(17) Pres ent sta.to of hoa.l th (n) yourse lf 

(b) t ho chil dren 

(c) nny chnngos i n fc.nily 

honlth pnttor ns s i nce 

f~,the r' s depnrturo. 

(18 ) Avo.ilnbility nnd qunli t y of nedi cnl services . 
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(19) Ji.:ny noted henlth uiff or oncos bot we ,,n boys nnd girls. 

SECTION Tl-SOCIIi.L RELATIONSHI PS. 

( o. ) Educ.::i.t ion. 

( 20) Extent of f omnl oduc , tion (for no t hor .:md f 2.thor) 

(21) Extent of desired fo r nnl ec.luco.tion for childr en . 

( 22 ) Ex.t ent (if nny) of eff ect on childr en ' s education 

as a. r esult of fnther 1 s absence . 

( 23) Ext ent to which you f eel you nnd t he s chool s nre working 

t ogether in t he tro.i ning of t ho children. 

(24) Asses snent of t he childr en's a ttitude to educntion. 

(25) Mothe r's pref er ence f or nen or wonen teachers for 

children. 

(26) Opportunities f or study at hoQe . 

(27) Opportunities f or nother to discuss progress with teacher(s) 

(28) Assessoent of children's relationship with t eachers. 

(tt) CornLlunity Rel ations. 

(29} Length of tine in this nei ghbourhood. 

(30) So.tisfo.ction in living in the neighbourhood. Would 

you contemplate moving if the opportunity arose. 
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(31) Who.t s ort of ne i ghbourhood would you pref er e . g. 

only o.nong sol o pc'..r onts, o. uixturo , only ooong two­

po.r ont f n.Dil ies . 

( 32) How woul d you C~ctegori z-o this ne ighbourhood, 

( 33 ) Do neighbours holp ench othe r ouch, 

(34) Woul d you like nor o opportunity t o neet people o.ncl 

nn.ko new frioncls . 

(35) Do you over f ool you wo..nt t o isol nte yourself fron 

peopl e . 

(36) Do you t hink thero i s c..ny stignn in being n s olo-pnrent. 

(37) Who.t group or groups within tho coLIIlunity hnvo you 

f ound t o bo t he nos t hel pful since you boco.ne n solo 

p~rent. Rnnk in or der of profor once: 

( n) Govcr nnent clepo.rtr10n t s 

(b) Volunto.ry o.genci os/cm rities. 

( c) Religi ous or gnniso.tions , 

( ~ Rel ntivos . 

( 0) Friends . 

(38) Who would you raost r eo.dily turn t o in tirae of trouble. 

(39) Wnys by which you t hink your position ns hoo.d of o. 

single-pnr ent f o.nily might be i nproved with outside help. 

(c) Kinship Rel o.tions. 

(40) Extent of contnct with (a) your r el ntives. 

(b) your in-lcws. 

(41) Wns/is your pa.r ant s' nnrri ge conpnra.tively successful. 

(42) Was/is your husbnnd's pa.rents' nurria5~ comIJ<.'U'ati~ly 

successi'ul. 

(43) Quality of your cornr:lunicntion with the children. 



(44) Mother' s att itude on o.spocts of authority/control 

(for children) 
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(45) Mo ther' s attitude on nspects of f'roedon/indopendence 

(for children) 

(46) Ext ent t o which uothor nnd chi l cl r on can sha.re l eisure 

o.ctivit ies . 

(47) Aspects of sibling inter :;.ction . 

(48) Future outlook f or tho children. 

Section 111 - Enotion.'.11 Rolo.ti9llsill_ps. 

( n ) Effect on child of F~thor's nbsenco. 

(49 ) Tho eff ects of pro-sopo.r~tion t ens ion on (u) boys . 

(b) girls. 

( 50) .Any general noticc '.1blo eff ects on thu children 1 s 

behaviour (bot h et hone o..rnl in tho ooonunity) 

(51) Quality of rol~tionships of children with other 

children (e . g. the oase or otherwise with which they 

mix with ot her children , or tho typo of fri end they 

pref er t o ho.ve) 

(52) Mother's viow of children's c.ttituclo t owards their f nther. 

(53) Effects on child (if nny) of father contact. 

(54) Mother ' s view of to which po.rent children fe0l 

the str~ngest loyalty. 

(55) Mother ' s view of children's hopes about hnving n 

step..fC'.ther. 

(b) The Mother 's Ad.justment to Solo-Pa.ronthood. 

(56) The chnnges (if a.ny) to her present role a.s o. mother 

since beconing a. single parent (including her attitudes 

a.nd r esponsibilities.) 
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(57) The nother 1s present attitude towar ds the f ether. 

(58) Her views on the proposition tho.t there n.re faults 

on both s ides whon a nn.rriq;o breaks up. 

(59) Mother ' s views. on what th0 future holds for hor, 

includi rJ.G hor cssossnent of tho possibility of 

future n::i.rri~ge . 

SECTION 1V -THE C1'JilTRIL QUESTI ONS . * 

( 60) How inportMt would you s c.y religion is in your life . 

If roliGion is oxtrenoly iDportnnt , use t ho top of 

tho lndder; if it is not nt c.11 inport.'.lllt , uso the 

b ot ton. 

(6l)Now.how c..bout tho respect you h:'.VO f or your s0lf ns 0: 

Eers..Q!! -- thd is , your f eelings of boine n. worthwhile 

['_~d worthy porson, ~s contrasted to f oeling thc.~t you 

are c f ailure r..nd don ' t cnount to nuch. Think of 

worthwhileness [1.S tho top, S(mse of f nilurc cs the 

botto:o. 

(62) To what extent do you fe el there is n good deal 

you O£lll do yourself t o nD..ko your life h:lppier 

: and nore sati sfying them it is , ns 

contrasted to the f eeling thnt there isn ' t very 

ouch you can do about it yourself . Let the t op 

of t he ladder stand for being able t o do a good deul 

f or yourself ,the botton sto.nd f or a feeling of r ather 

coopl et e helplessness . 

(63) How about your conf'idence in yourself in gener nl­

t ho.t is , how sure you feel of yourself. Think of the 

top of the l adder as coraple t e confidence in yourself, 

the bottom as not being at all sure of yourself . 
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(64) Would you say th-:ct ,by :1.r1c1.. 1.1.r ge ,you cn j oyud 

y ourself _y rJs..:t.9 rdny? Let ' s see , yestcrcby wns: ........ 
Think of tho t op :cs h ·wing cm j oyoC. yourse lf a lot, 

the botton .'."J.s not ::tt r.11. 

( 65) Now how allout the cxtont t o which you feel you rovo 

cm opporttmi tY, to clo whd you woulcl lilrn to clo r~s 

c ontrnst od t o the f oo linc; th~c-C you .::\r e: cloing only 

11hr.t you k wc, 11 got" t o do . TlLin..."k: of tho t op of tho 

l nddor .:;.s bei ng c or.:;.plo t e ly free t o do who.t you wo.nt 

t o do the botton :ls cloinc; only whd you hnvo to do . 

( 66) How would you r~'..to yourse lf no to how successful 

or unsuccessful you ho.vo boon in t orus of ochioving 

YL'ur own goo.ls ::".11d c.ins in life? Think of tho t op 

of tho 1 ::.c1clor ns be i nc coc.plotely successful, the 

botton .~cs boinG entirely unsucce ssful. 

( 67) To WhC':.t ext r" '+, do y ou f oo l your life is full of troubles 

or oba..tc..oles? This tino think of the .12J?. of tho lr1clder 

:1s inclicut:ing o. person 11l1os e life is uo.inly n whol e 

s e ries of problcus o.nd obstnclos ho is f :ccing .:md the 

bottq.Q r\s n person .!tlj:;hout troubles or obstncles. 

( 68) To whnt extent c.r o you worried or c..frnid t h.".t things 

n i ght get Worse f or you nnd your fllitlily; thnt is, 

to wmt ox.tent nre you c.nxious thnt such things as 

your financia l si tuc.tion ,your s ocuri ty ,your heal th, 

your social position,your opportunities,etc.,oight 

becorae worse than they nr c now? This tine think of 

the .i9.E.... of the l a dder ns indica ting you nre extremely 

worried: the bottom indicnting you are not at nll worried. 

*Fron Robinson J.P. and Shnvor P.R. 

nMensures of Social Psychological Attitudes." (39) 
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k.PPENDIX E. 

If 11\lnsuccessful" nnr r i c.ge can be interpret ed consistGntly 

with petitions fil ed for dis s olution or nullity of oo.rri.'.'..ge 

then the f ollowing cnlculntions Dny be DQde : 

\ p~e~ts. 1 ·-~-~~:;j_~~: .. ··-. -- p~~~t~-~ - ;;;~j_·;~~ - -- ··--·- ...... . 
l 
;sl4.CCe3S . 
! 

58 

66.8 

(Expected Failure: 

(ExpGctod Success: 

. · l 

f nilurc . 

22 observed in o. s ru.1ple of 80 i 

(do.t o. on husbo.nds nnd wive~ 

(ncrged) 
i 
! 

-·--·· -· -··--·- ·-- . ...i 

13.2. expected on bo.sis of 1969 

figur es. 

16.4 % of 80 = 13.2) 

83.6% of 80 = 66.8) 

.£.. vc.J.ue 2 of X co..n be derived fron thes e do.to. by the following 

nethod, 

Po.rents Ma.rringe fo ___ ...:f:;,;o fo-fQ____. (fo-fo) 2 

Success 58 66.8 8,8 ' 77.44 
' 

Fo.ilure ' 22 13. 2. ' 8.8 \11.44 
i 

Chi-Square statistic is .,?- = -~ (fo-fe)
2 

= 1.02. 
·re 

(!o-fe)2 

( · .. ta_)"' " .... --

l i.16. 
l 
i 5.86. 
I 

(where fo = observed frequency in o. given cell ) 

( fe = expected frequency in thnt sane oell by ) 

( virtue of sooe theoretical prediction. ) 

The theoretical distribution for X2for one degree of treedom 

ia such that there is less thnn one chance in n hundred tho.t 

such a calculated value of x?- could be greater thnn 6.64 

by chance alone -- with df = 1, x2~6.64 h..1.s o.n associated 
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prob~bility Z.01; hence re j e ction of the null hypothesis is 

wo.r:cr.ntod r'.t the • 01 lcNel. 

(Null Hypothesis: iw one unsucc8Gsf ul n->.rri::..ges , the inci<l.cnce 

of f o.iluxo of tho pc.ronts ' nP.rri~1t;e is no different th£m one 

woulcl expect fr on tho gcncr.'11 popul.':.tion f n.ih;.re r n.t e .) 
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